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2. ^ 26 2008 ^ % ^{4v»lP4> 

^ ift ) ^R4 ^nHHI % 3Tqji5=? tlbp % Tirt#? % ^ ^ ^ 

■f^ 3H<rR fen I 

3.1. 

(i) ^ ^ ^ ^ nfe 31^ It 3ft ^jnit 

^ wif zfefcT ^ wr ^ % fer fen fen ^imn t i 

|^T5R<rra^ feRicffef «2IHfel^TOTt : 

(^) ^ ^ few : 

^ ^feTW^^3itx^ wff % 1^ ^ ife) 

(^ 5rfen ff gxsz? ^ ^ xn^ nsn 1 ¥tor ncf cnp 
MRci^H t) I 

( w 3nR^ ^ ^ ^fem ^fen 3Tfe 4fet fe. ^ 

^ ^ 3RftE3T ^iXcft ^ ) I 

(^) fehr ^ cT^ ^ ^ few ; 

^ ^ ^ W 37^ ^ 3Tt XT^ wit % % fex 

Hi^H<ni5H % yfe Wm ^ % w^ eKFT TO ^ n«n 

^fefi eTTO^tfefei) I 

(^) ^TftfeHT % fepin % ffe ^ "fer RiRsici an^^ ^ ?to ^ t: 

> 15 fe 

^ oll'jt ^ 4 fet fe 

> ^TTOR^TOH, ft^ 3TTf^ % fer 3.5 1 

(^) mfe 3R<rf^ ^ ^?<rT ^fef % fex ^ ^[fer fet i 

(iv ) ^ ^ 220 xft. 3fR 32 xft. fet t I ^ 80000 ^ ti 

^ ncfWr t afk aifnroxr fro 12 xft. 1 

(v ) aig-f^dM tnftm 

(qj) i^fefeq ^ ^ ^m\ «TTR?n 4095542 ^ (qi^ 4.10 

zq ^ (x^ ^ ^ XT) fefe fen t I 


(ii) 


(iii) 






3 




nr^ ii®hK 

mmMhI S Uv\\i<\ 

5t<n TO ^ ?lcf 

?^<R 3^* 

^^5^ §^»i 3il< ar^ ^ 3^ ^ci 

wfS 

3rf& "TO 1000 7^ 

TTI^ 1^ 24000 3=1 

TOT^^ 

5l1;l ^ 250 3=1 

^ fe 6000 Z=\ 




(tt) tot im a^ 1^ ^ ^ 2023-24 ^ ^ ^ % 

MI4>l^d 4ldWld 37m % ??T fcT^ t I 3^^^ % 


% 1^ ^ 3TTO % TOT ^ ^ TO ^ 1^ ^ 

37TTO'R TOT % ^ ^ % sgro TO»ft 1^ t : ______ 


TOT^TITOR 

TOsfer TOrram 
(TO^^^^) 

TOT TOTITOT % 

TOsf fe1%TOT 

itro 

TOT^ a^^ 
aft TO^ TOPff 

3.02 

83.43 % 

55.72% 

TOT ^ ^ 

0.6 

16.57% 

44.28% 


3.62 

100% 

100% 


(^) g^ ^ ^ agsgcrro ^^tto 3rf^ ^ 4.10 fc?^ 


1%^ TOT ( Mici«fK Will ^psjT ^ : 


TOf ^3TTOR 

agfgfTO ^\4^m ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3fk gn^T ^ ait tot ^ 

3416723 3=1 

tot ^ ^ 

678819^ 


4095542 7?i 


(^) ^ efffin ^ ^ 3g^^ ^sppfsSTTOT 3,416 TO ^ ^ ^ I^Tirm t ^ 

1% g^ W ^ ^ 3flT 3F2T ^ 3rt tot ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Hr^"^ 4>i4?TOmi 

(vi) cTTTO : 

(■^) MRii^vilHf ^ gf^ ^ cTFTcf 124.39 ^ Mi«hfea fen t I 

(T3) ^ BITO: 

g?sn ^ afk ^ cftlln ^ % fe^®T % ^ ^ffe cron 

agro ^>TOT: 75.38 3fk 8.43 ^ TOfifer fen t : 


*?kI^ ^ ) 


TORT^ 

k<d«b 

gro 7(4 

«ii4 rlils*! 

(0 

^ f^nW % fe^ <nMia 


1S6 

(ii) 

^l^fer % cTiTO 

14.08 

0.47 


jcT OTin 

75.38 

8.43 
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(^) 

WT '»>i4wim % fcTR ^ rlTO 40,58 ^ t[ 

I 

> 

5I^K % R7H % ^ ^ ^ 31^ % 

cTFml^rTftRferTf I 

^ BFm Ri: ^ ^ % TO % HiR fen wi t i 
Rft?rfelf ^ TOT, TTft TOT^ , WIHI^ 3TTf^ TT ^ 

HFTcT, feh? TO % ^ TO fet % % 3RTO ^ TT ^ 

TOT % ^ ^ feRT fen TOT t I 3T3Tcff % fe TO ^ 

TO fe^ fen TOT t I 
^ ^l^cft&T TO 

TO> "^nTO % TOT fer^n^ % TOT ^ TOT ^ fgTOTT^ 
t I 


y TOT T)Rfenn % fei TOT ^ ^ fer ^an t: 

-_ __ _ (^) 


^ IT 


\ 

5^4 TO 

qTO rfIfsM 
TO 



IqqnrT ^ s^nTR 

Tot fe Tot 3t^ 
4t TO T^ qTO 

wM 


(0 

\m 

1^ NhH 



1 

TO 

1,03 

TO 4 *TRf % Tot 
q^ ♦ 

0.57 

0.46 

0.1 

2 

‘i<i>H,qr41 «yrii^ 

TO qr^T 

3.21 

TOJTOft % fe ITOTOfi 

2.13 qTO ^ qq qq 
riPM TO qR 

^ qra % TO^ qr 

0.60 

2.61 

0.32 


4.23 


1.17 

3.07 

0.42 

(ii) 


qR cTTTO 




rj~ 

RTO 3cTK/ 

|TO 

4.08 

?ftvT ITORq 

4.08 


0.01 

2 


11.26 

^ fe a^lr 4t TO 
q?T qe % TO? TO^ 

fTOifTO 0.69 qiTO 

Tot To To T^ 4 qirf 
% Tot q^ 

6.58 

4.68 

0.59 


3 

aTO^iqq 3qM>t 

10.53 

TOqrfTOuR 

— 

. 10.53 

1,05 


4 

ft'4dl 5RfiRT 

TRKOf 

5,89 

TO 1^ 4 qirr % TOi 
q^ 

3.27 

2.61 

0.59 


55T 

31.75 


13.93 

17.82 

2.24 

(Hi) 

BFT<I ^ 50%) 

1.80 

TO 4 qi^ % Tot 
qr 

0.76 

1.04 

0.13 

—s—SI-L 

J^OTRT 

37.79 


15.86 

21.93 

2.79 

TOit Tot ^ ^nro | 

40.58 



* ^ ajt I^cT TOT % fer ^ fel %; tot % % anro TO 55.72% afk 

TOT ^ ^ % ITO 44.28% fen TOT t I 


4 ^•« 


NMIH IM 




[W 111—^3^4] 
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(vii) ’p 'TK (3m 3ft -{ft 1) Ml+idd cfTO m 16% % S 

li'iPid t I 

(viii) M^icrtH clFRT 

(^) arfaHSn4.32 18.18^^ 

2.4 ^ ^ <t><^ cTPlcI 

^ I cbi^d 1^ W t I ^ 6.055 I ! 5^ ^ % 1^ 

y i d>|^ 2.64 ^ ^ ^ 1^ % ^ W ^ 

^ ^cR ?«R/ 31^ ^ 3ft ^ ^TT^ fti ft ^ t I 

(^) RtjiRd Tnft^ ft» 313 ?ik i^rf^ ftfttft wij<t 3ftt 3 ^ 31 ^ % 

1^ 1% <mT ^2nf^ ^ efFM ^ 2 % t I fttm 

1% aii^inf^ feiT t I 

(tt) ft R^lRd ^ % 5ra>R »t^^w nR^bi^d t I 

^ 31311 R djjKMi^Kf, 33 d^ ft ftt;f ’jfft 

i2¥qft^ 

ftti ^ 3R<ni^ t I ^ 

1/3 3rfft 4^^#n I 

<^) d<yMK U^IdH wm 1^ 3RR ^ ^501^ ; 

> ige*r irf; 

3^ ^ ^ dlf^^ iHMH dTO 5.25 ^ift? ^ ft> ft» 

1^ w 3Rr ^ 3ft x^^iFft%1^ a< 3 *iifia t w 5.27 ^^ft? 

ftt ^ ft> % id*^ I 

> in^^ft&T^: 

^ citS^ ^ cTFm 1.51 ^?cr^ ^ 3<3HlPid 1^ 

^1 


(ix) irf w » 

(^) ^ ftcfiaft % 1^ c|llft4) y^^iicn dTO ^ 3iich<rn fin 5RiR 






SFH 


arwR 


«n^ ci^Is*i 

(i) 

MRyMlTl4l % H<wid 
afR 3?3^OT 

cTPnT% 1% 

( «^Mt1 "IfS^R ni'ld «l^d) 

0.61 

0.08 

(ii) 

agtOT ^ HFTcT 

^ 420000 ^.41. 

ipn cilfln ^ % 1^ 

10000 4te ( 5rf^ 

^gf^ 4te % 60 % 

gfte ^ ) 

2.52 

0.06 

(iii) 


cii*Id ^ 

% ^ ciMifl % 1 % 

0.61 ' 

0.08 

(iv) 


4?i4t % 3i3?m 

2.52 

0.28 




6.26 

0.50 
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pS) ^ ^ ^ ^ 3?3^OT 2.52 

TO ^ efrfin ^ 0.06 Vllftd t ^ 

H\^kitU ^ RR^ % 3i3?nT qnfl t i 

^ TO^T 3^3^^ elTO ^ 1^ ■30^ ^ sn^^TOtTT 

f Wli^ ^>t%T ^ ^ eTTO ^ ^ 

3E^ ^ ^ gFRT ^[ t I ^ ^ ^ 3ft ^ 

^ 3I3^?H #I ^ ^ %2IT ^ TOTR ^ 

sn I cEgfiK ^ ^ aimWm ^ iWft^ wr ^ toW ctto % 
1% RTOT 3fk 3^3TOT % 1^ 373mRd 1^ TO 313^^ ^ 

TOm3T^^^^R<Tf^3lfqF|^f^fen I 


(x) 3Tfar4dl ( R 3m 3TK ) 


{ 4><)^ ^ ) 



ftfSlMdlH 





«i+< 3 t1^ 

^ 41 3t 1 ip 

Hid ^ 5VtH 

ifXRn 


9 

1 

1 

^d IM^icn ciMW 

5.25 

5.27 

6.26 



2 

*?>i<r<n '^fi 

15.86 

21.92 

75.38 

■AijH 

■231 

3 

16% ^rmft 


3.51 

12.06 

■g 

1.35 

^tPN TRT^ arft^Rfm ( 1 + 3 ) 

7.79 

8.78 

18.32 

1.95 

1.85 


(xi) (^) 5 [^ RPf^Sjidi -^i TR^ 

^fi^l4dl ^^mi: 95% 3fk 5% 3I3qTcT 5 ^ RTcT TOT 3lk 

TOT % ^ ^ Igmf^ 1W ^5IHT t I 

(^) ^ 3Tt a ^ 1^ ^ 44^dlMl m ?:2nq ^ % feR 

3TTOTOT^3ITTO^t I ^Tmi 
TOT m f^45? ^ % 1^ 100% R 3m 3m ^ tiit t i 

(r) ^ ^ tor t m4 2005 % tft^ Rpf^^W % 155 4.3 % 

3I3Tm ^RFRE aflr 31^ TT%T ^ ^ 3TtT 3flT TTl^ 

3TtT % 31^nm TRft RM % '^t\^ RR 'TOft ■ft3mRft 

Irxifftrf t I ^rmr ^ tot^ rr % tto^ ^ ^^T% ^ 

Ti^ xmr % feR t3mi<fl TOifdd f 1 

(xi) mk m TTt^ % 1^ 3^ Iro 

t^l^ci ^ 3m ^ Timi ^ Tisn mn ^ : 



3 ^ ^ 

«n^m{ 

«N»x ^ aft? 3RI 
'IWilnd wif 



(i) ^RRTH ^ ^ 3m ^ 

{ Tn^miT 1 ^ % 3mm m 

29250 

18180 

1300 

(ii) mfl^ 

142.36 

113.14 

— 

(iii) mf mm 

3416.72 

2715.28 

6132 

(iv) 3 R 3ft 3m ^ TRm 

149302886.35 

7971600 


I 


py.ui III 
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(xii) T? 3m m ^ % 1^ ywifid ^ ' 5 ^<r 5wr ^ 1 ^ 


|3TT %: 




M^lfibriiftft 


^.1.23 3117 it 3lfft 

fti 

?^.2.32 3rf^ ^ 3m it 3rift 
fti 

1 

■^TTROTR 



(1) d^7 ^mr 37^ 
ftt sit x^ 

^.22.81 ^ 7 ^ 

^.5.72 3lffl 

(ii) 

XF. 129.26 3rfftZ^ 

— 


3 . 2 . itf ^ ^ Mwiftd 37 ^ 3 m ) 3 ft^ m<Tm % m Mi 

t i 

4. P^qlRd dli«l^ 3jfen % 3mm m ^ ^ % ^rfi 3mMT3Tf/3MTfiT 

Msit , ^ 3TT^^ 3ft7 3mMT3ft ( 7ft ^ it ^ 34d«M ^ % 3rmR m ) ^ 

3 mft 3 M M Mr t I imftrTJTaft /^mftrPT 7 mM , 7 ^ 3 nft^ afti 

wiM3ft ft ym ^ftmp %^ft7ftfttit^ft^ M $ i ftt ^ it ft 6 

mft 2010 % ^ OTftrpraft ) miM , ^ Tjf^ 371 ^^ 3ft( 3qfttTRT3ft ^ 

IftiT 71 TT 3 TOT Mot M tftm ^ I i^. 30 ^ 2010 % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3 mftft 7 m 3 ^ aftrft^wMirt^ 3 Ti^ift^^qRTm 1 

5.1. w mM ft 2010 TOft 23 ^ ftti m ftgrT^ amftf^ ^ 1 
TTFim ^ gigJT IdRigmsft ftftift xj;^ mn: ftt^ m^cft^Jixn ^^t1^ ftti ft ^mftt 1 ^^mrt ft 
^tlftR ftti ^ cT«n ftftM Tqfttw/^qftM ftn^ ft 3iTft^ ^ 3rcm^ msir UriiiRid 
3mte3i1 ft ftftftt IftMT M I 

5.2, ft^^^mrlft ^ftfti^ftMrM^g^m 2010 mft 3 

^mft ^ Mr I 

(i) Mft ^ Mod ft MMt ftM 1 

(ii) mdm ^ mftm Iftft^r cmr ^ cmm % 37 ^^ % ft^ ft 5 ^ 37^eft^ ^ w 
ftti iTTdriftd mfitM ^ Mix^ % tM ft ottr^ i 

(iii) ftti ft ft itm Mr ft % mftt ftc 7 % ^ Mr ^ wftt ^ w 

mft^ M % 1/3 Mr I ftti ^ ^ TTm^rft fttfft % tM % 3737m ftt xini^ mn 
^ ftftM 3 RT xnft#T % 3737m ftt I 

6 . Mfi? ft 2010 mft 6 % ^ % 3737m 773^ 3^ ft ^ 3 ii ^ 3 rfftMn Mn 
fmr^ Tft^mr PIh it^r ft : 

(i) ^ ii ^ ^ OTn IftM : 

7m 373M Mn WT ft zmr 37 W 5 tM Mtt 77 % 1 ftR 371ft 3 ft 7 ftx^ 
3 ^ ftM 3 ^ m ^ Wn ^ 25 2008 

Tjft M ^ "nft ftt ftt ftt 7R 3737OT ^ 1 

(ii) fdld^ 3cm^ ft> IcR ^^tmr dl^ld ^ 3nft^: 

7m 3737t^ Mr ximn ft Iftr zim 7m 37rra m Mr Mr ^ ftti 

■ 57 ^ ft Mot Mft % MtM % 3?m ft ^ ttMr ^ ^ 1 
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(iii) ^RT 3R?rrf^ 1^: 

<t>i4'cji«rn % yid ^ M'^Ni RhI 4 ^ t[^ % 

3TmR ^ 29,65,200/- ^.( ^.12,00,000 X 2.471 ) ^ I 3T&R Mi % 
33^1^ % ^ ^ ^ 29,65,482 t I ^ 

31^ ^ 282 t 3nTR ^ 3itM f^?3T 

^ I 

(iv) 

^ 3T^ HhWh % 3I3^TR ^ ^ I ^ ftR ^ ^ Wt «ft 

% Mv-civHd 3fi^ ^ M «n cWT ^ ^ Miit 

3TTf^ ^ WT sn I 31^ f^IW^ , 

3^TiH cmr 3RmR ^ ^ i 

7. ^ i^Tirr % 3TltjTT qr ^ ^ 2010 RT^ 19 % ^ % fejT 

MM WTT % ^ ^ 3tMtF 3R^ ^ I ^ 2010 

^ 30 % ^ % 3T3HR'StR Mr i M ^ 3M % Mh ^ 3fk 3RgcI 

MT3I^^TTFft^Mnt 



^ 33TTI 

SRI M ^ 4Ti< 

(i) 

3^3HlPld 'JiflMcl dHId 



(^) FT-WT^I ^ ^ t o<4cj^l4dI 4 

313RtM cTPFT 147.38 M 1 

47.75 Mn^f fM t WiRh 

oiMd6i4di Mi Mr M Tm ^ 

TrMN ^ STT (oijci^!4 Mi % i,50,ooo 

^ sf^3 ^ ^ 'tiHi ^ Rm ;§«iici 

16^.^; 3q^ Mi % aqjRK ^ 80,000 

44icr1 f^RT <Rn 3Tf^«ticm 12 

fft. ) 

M 23.42 3#te ^Jld dPTcT % 

^ 4ls f^qn trti ^ 4=b< crtt 3r?i 

3?RT^ % 3HctcR«i 3^ % f^, 41i 

^ % M 3M?fr fMir TTsn rtM ^ Tsf) 

aq^ ^ 3fl it Hxih 4> % aiM ^tfh i 

^ '?R % "cjc|l<i R^ftRlcT dPTcT 

123.05 Mr ( M 147.38 - 47.75 + 

23.42 ) Ms rM^ri dRm aqjiTR 

22.45 M? ■^. M, ^ % 3? 7 qq; 1 1 

aTFl, 3R5fR3 iR'+i % RT^ ^2IT 

% M 124.38 M? '^. ^ WTT 
^ ^ ^ criMffl 4> 3)qi 1 "yiMd di'id 

aTR^ ^ aRRjf^ it^ l4i4i 1 

^fdd aqft«Rcll ^ ^sfaiH 4> fd^ ^4I ii 

gfe M ^ ^aiT sn ^ 12.36% sn Mrft aqr^ 4t t’ 

Mi sn tT«n ^Mt io.3% it^ 

Mn 1 sto fM MM M^r % aqjFm 

mR 41'JHI ^ HOHi ^ 4t 1 TTRfm 3R3^ I^RT 

'jfldl ^ 1 


(w) Hid 3?II<^ 3^1 % q^pd ^ 2009 Rirflil cl4 

4 MM ^ % aqrmq m M I fM4 ^ 
2010-11 3M iMidi I , MM 

Mhm ^ yfdl^Rid «M % M 3racR Mtt 

MM 3RcTra 3^3?! Mn 1 1 MM 3rRTra w 
3(M3ai%R^sq: ( 2010 aqlt^ 9 ) rc Mr Mn t i 
MM ^ yfdfdlH MWM % Ria? Mr Mt t 
aqichdH ^ arm 3t 3Rgci Mr I 1 






[TO III—4] 





4<fi«f>d ^ ^ 1 70 

^ ^cfllR \^Uhm ^ ^ 3??IcR f^ ^ 1 

^TTH -iOK^ ^ ^ ^ TfOHy % f^ 

^ cWT 3nl^ 3R5cr <pt 

1 



(n) iti ^ ^d f^^i f% ^ yiHl«41 

^ ^ ^T£R^ 2009 m, ^RRIR 

*[ ^ cTFRT Riciq< 2008 ^ I^TR 

3n^;f^ wm% 3TmR 
^%\ ^ % 313¥IK 3iq5FJ 

f^R tlH<< ^ ^ ^03^ % 

^ ^ wm wn t 1 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ f«fq^ >JH'^<«I 

cii^io ^ Ni«f><n»i ^ ^ifdi ^ 1 

^ f^^rc^'i“i 37rTf^ % ^ 

■<fdi^^ X7^ % Bm m~dH, % 

?n^7 ^TR>^ 1^^, ^ <ii<^ 1%^ 

'm, I 

MtfUd ft oil'^lft <jft'/«|v*l(l ^ 

3773R 37 cil'ici 3345773 1ft53T ^ I 


(^) 37Mil>-c' tfH ^rnf#Tf ^^ ^?Kq 41li , ^ 
T7^f%3T?TRT 1 

5f«n<^ ^ ^751^^1 ^ ^ ^ ^IFRT 

^iiIhqi ^ t 1 ar^c^ddM 3^i4^Rm ^mr ^ % 
d^Hd «T5K^/f^HU| 

«^(i9^l ^ ^ 1 

xftd ^Rq5d H3Hn<< % % 31^^14. mR4ImIHI W73dl «f>t 

33ft^ '€{ 1 1 g3ft%3 7T733T ft 2 ^427 ^ gfftm- 
ftl'fl ?[I7I ftsK^I 2®hl % 1445T7T % f^^lP^a f%4T 4T 1 

353 x 3 2«fft % 1^45177 % X^t ifft’ici ft 4T7df44» ^ ft 

4T734m ft 774^ f , ^37744 457R ft 3ft7 7ft 
f^g45 457 ft ^ ^147*3 t 1 


(^*) Xi^ W ^ ^ % 373?TR ^ 

rTRcf x|^ ^TRTi xft;f ^^TTT Mfdii^n "5^ 

^f^Hd % ^ ^ % 1^ viMd*M ^ gf^3fi 37 

1 431 FJTSS 1 afPR 3^ ^ cit 

H^-cjM l^<ii 3rn^ 1 

^5347 33ft%4 317734 37 tziR | - 5 ^ 3 ^^ ft 

ft4 % 437T54 ^fft^Txr fftxaT^ ft 3ft7 ^ 3343 37 

tfH 4RT4T 1 I 


.(^) aTfa^iHd <iM4><«i ^ ^ 3R7lM(d41 

% ^ ^ 3TT^ 3^ 7ft % gro F3 

^ f%3T t ^ ?Ri ywiPid %3 anqiRd 

3|fjRm ^ft^RT 17 ^ 41 4ft % 

43 7745311 371^ 3ft 7ft xp ^ f^ 7T^ ^ 3^ 

37 xft^ 35T Mfijm ft^T 1^ 4ntT 3ft ^ ^ ft 

1 

37^ 3 ft 7ft Xi^ % g§34 % 373737 ftR ?45 3ft7 ftR 33 
4t3RT 451 cTFm 4457 ^ 3ft7 37^ ftl 3ft X^ 3TH % 

Tftft ^ ^4lfftRT f454f 41^31 1 3TT45f^!4573xt, 457 3ft7 
^fttft4fftT 7T3T4 t9l5«t»7 ^ 4^3Rt 45T e347f 

l,00,00,000/-?5. ft 3i4»fdd | 1 W% 33417 37 
34773 !^ ^547 1 1 


4274 GI/2010—2 
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(ii) 


% 


(^) • 3H ^1% ^ it ^ % 

^ mR41mhi 3^^ 4 ^ Tim ^ ^ cit 
3Tfit3{WH ^ 

*^l*il % fclR ^ 3TT^f^ f^<ll \J1HI I 


^ ^ 1^ 31^ 31^ 

I: 




3ft^ 41 X3fr ^ % - 20 %) 

-104 gr 

^ 41 ^ wit % -80%) 

-40‘’41 

T155|t im ^ { 4^ |tR ^ 41 3 t 1 TTcT 

^n4f % - 93 % - ar^ aj+fl'i WH 4 4 

oi|«<$l4d» ft4l^ ^ tIRl 

4.18 ^ ) 

65,5® 41 


^ fiR 31^ 3R^ 


^rHI<»> 

<(-?“’ 

gr 

(-7“d1 
^ 38" 

Tft) 

38“Tft4 

60 " 

66"?ft 

66"3fl 4 
93"7ft 



TTj^rTTSft 




UsHrUJitl 



T^HTJftcT 


3r5^H^75ift 

c7 1 

3r»^cWjft 

5rxq?nRft 

B 

{<(-60" 

gr) 

vj^dHvOd 


xprfh^ 

30 

^ I 

«W}I 

?N111 

Mill 

M in 


1 

3 


vg^TRfl 

rl 




3T^ 3TH ^ 

3Tm?7^3it % 3^tftq RTi ^ ^ 

^ 3 TfR ItTRIT ^ flWTFT I I qflilvJlH I % 

3TfR^m ^Jjft^ra 13 ^ % gzs?? ttft % ^ i 

^ it 3 {t ^^rit % ^ 3 i<ftain t 3 Twt ^ ^ 

WR\ ^iRT I I ^fift^ ^ ^ 1 ^ it ^ 

^ % it^ "i •Rpfr % nFi % aigqm i 

^tRt sif^<i ^ ^ sn I 


3 raT^ eTFTcT 3 TgMH 


(^) i -jnit % 3TgRT ^ 

wm % 1 % ^ ^ 

3 ? 3 »TR%| d<yyK it it ^ ^ ^ 

yi«heHl % 3mm m ^ 3igm Bimr 
0.15 ^5iTt? ^ #n I it it ^ i 

2.58 4f><)’? ^ 3>ei 3Tg^?P4 cii'id 31i«tif^d 

{ 15^§2T ^ ^ cTtf^ mf % %TT ) 

^ cTFm ^ 18% t I ^ 

^mm imft 3 ^gqn imfefif i 

^ % 3 gHK ^ ^ I I ^ ^ % 

3igm? % H\ihM i ^rnfftiT ttct? 


^A.'4> 5ikii<m % s^g^JT^ IV 3 ^ 

^ mn 5.2 5.6 i E2TR x 3 tt(t f^f^ri 

it^ i ir y«iit ^ o^ms^n ^ ■^nR%fciR 3 ^ 

3Tg^^ €t % I if^ it^ ^ 

I 

(i) ^?tf^ it^ i ^itf^ amiH (it art ^) 

^fi3 (-) 13.2 it. TT3cn I it T^*T it % gis^i 

^ % Timi MWiRld ^ t I XTR ^ 

^ it ^ ir ^ it it it iRu i d[^RTrR^ iiiiT 
3 ^ W%1 ^it % ^ ^ i%m xiXT 

Wf^ I 

(ii) M 2005-06 % itR Tlit^ ifit 

(am it it it) 12.5 it. ^ i ^ I xp 

iti xjjT mn t mft mm it ai it % 
mqi air (-) 13.20 it. iimT 

w I 

(iii) ildlcrlH #3it ^ ^ 2006 i 

^ mg ii ^ami % gm ^ it ai it % wi % 
afi ifin i 2.7 it. ^ ^ 1 






[W\ HI—”^3^ 4] 


«rRcT 3jT : sramRui 


It 


(t 3) 3m ^ ^ ^ ^ Tiam t 

^ ^ % xn^ Tf 3=5^ H ^ ^ 
cTFm % «hKuri ^:anR<i mr t, Pi<il^ 
f%2n I ^>w 4)1I 



(^) 3i^H)ci*i 3m STl^iftd 

MWici % arHw % 3Tim ^ 

3U«*»CH 3RI?n >*11^ I 


(g) mW? % 3?3m ^ 3JT 3^35^ 
gKl 3i^HlRd <;WM % 3T3m 

15^41 ^ I ijiR««t>K«i gi<t f^lUd ^ (4)<,i^ %«r^ 

I 3uf^ % mft ^ 3iT 3iIehClH 

f^vtD^ 3)1 3ii<+><Hfl 1%U^ % 1 / 3 ^ ^F'M 
1^ «n 3«nf3 3? ^ 
4tf3/3Ff#T % 3TmK 3T ^ «n I 3Tfi 
^ ywiidd Hi4<iii*i ^ ^ 

3^ I _ 

~(i) W3cT'% 3^;^ % ^ 

f^trfftd 3R^ 3TTTO 41^41^ 

ijfq ^ ^ ^ #n I tn;ft % ^ % 

f^'Jicrfl Wlcf 3)T 3ii«*)CiH % 3ij«K 3^ ^ 

1 i^'cjcn 33 3)K«I «ial§^ I 


3iaT3T 18.0 X?n?T ^ 3Tf^ Vt 33 2/3 3?r TFR 

4.0 I 

(iv) 3 l 4 t ^ 313^ % c|c^KMI«3 if 3n| Tift 

^ ^ % f^ o33?i 43T 3T^?mJT amT^^ORT 

3133 ^ “ ITS 31^ 3T3iH” % 313 m 3? 1 W 3T 

% 33t % 3T3 3? % 3T ^ ^ WRIT 

3Tf^ % 2/3 W 33? ^ 3Hl1<1^35 2.7 ift. % 31^ 

tm I 

(v) 10 % Q i fii^d i ^ ^ 3 Tfe M 

3T33Tf^ % 1^ 3 3)1 31^3) ^ 3?0| 3f3*^iPtd 

IW^T Wen I 

(vi) 31? MI3)i^d 13>3! 33T 3154 3«f ^ ^ 3lPN) 

3i3?4m 4,20,000 ^ atfrr 31^ 

3 ?J ^ 10,000 d^l^d) Tft. ^ 4it ^ 3ft ^ 3I3IW 4?T^ 
% 3 I 3031 I 1 333 3^ 3RIcPI ^Tmi MI3)Ql<» 3)?^ 
W 3 3^ 3l^ 1^)3T W ^ I _ 


3^ 31131 ^ % ^5^14 3130^04 ^ 3lR4l4dl Wft 

3133 H ^ ^teft 3T Simiftel f : 

• ^3^ ^ f^ftfeel Vl 3)1 4Ifdf^3> 3)tf^ 

3^14iri cRt»lci % Wl^ % ^iti*t % 31IHK 3? 

• d3)41«fi % 3Tn7K 3? - mft ^ ^ "MW! 

% ^ 3e^!K31^ it 3nf # ^ ^ ^ 

sq - ^g Rf m % 3in % ^ it srnitto ** 3« 3RF» 
3T5ih” %3mm3i 

3? 3 i 3 fttj %?n 3 n<n I % 313^ ^ ^ 

W 313 ^ 3 ? l£3H 


^ %4T 331 , «ij<i)l^4n 3F<n^ % m? 3?ft 351 WWI 

f^l I 


3l4t ^ % 3^ (^<1^ ^ 33T4t tl*flM 3t3 % 3^ ^ t/3 
cRJ^ ^ 3itf W>rft 4!lel 31 3RI 3nW^ % 
313HR 3^ ^ I «AfMi Qim<4i 4 , ^?l^. 

33^ 3niH 331 dHarflH MJHWH it 1^ 3| 

<«jjn <M<t ^ 33H^ nti %351 M^3’4vl % oci ^ 
3Wt 1^ 31 331 15 W 1 3^145R 4HWtTni 213 1^>3T I 
3T3jfeT % 3el 33) 343^3)1 3)t ^ 31T3K 3? 3?13fel ft»<ii 
311 15 3l4t ^ % ^3R3lf^ 3| , Hpt 

1/3 3R133! I 


nftnt^SRT % f33)RT % 31^ 3)t 333^3 ^ ^ 

88% 3l4t ^ % 3Ttfri ^ 21.5 ^ t 19) 

3IcFiT?T ozra^3T 331 SlfltWT % 313533 ( % JI4WH 

^ 31T3?33> («l4cfl % 313 ^'U ) "if 3F3T^ 

% a?«ft3%34t ( ^if^l 31 3l4t ^ I 43^ 

^ ) 3l4t 33 ^ 3?t^ % 3R3 W 313^ ^ 

3m 3ft3t33T3lf ^ it 3^ 3lf^ ^ tjfir 313 ^ 
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TFffi GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part Ul—S ec. 4] 


1 


3i1t ^ RSR«i gl^marl, 7 r!% mi 

^ ^ BRRf Rftqt^RT % 

3|Rf^ 5^ ^ ^3R 1 


(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
3Rg?T ^ 

3.42 1 { ( 920343 5/-^,/3qilW 

2689000) ^ BPm ^ 3TFF^ 

^ 6.005 ^ 3TTtm TR 1 1 

WIT ^ ^ ^ ^73^ 

^ % 3Rm fircr ^ ?if?tf^ % wn 
^rfe^IT f%qT t 1 

% RR ^ ^ % ijT^ ?;ri aiRT I%R 30^41^ mm ( 

%^TF5R%%^ ) ^ ^ RRT 1 - RRi RPl 5PTR - ^ 

RRT% /^ ( 3ft 

1^R23?t- ^ iqiftR Rft ^ finr ) 

W^PTR taft RR^R^^OT3rfRRf^% 

1^ ?mTft<T t - ^ 3ginl^ 1 f% rm 3,000 % 

3 ft mfRR tftq; % 373RR R^ a 

tftqj ( % RR f ^ ) m ^ ( fw ^RR 

5R<fR %'mT%?^^%RR^i^^RR7 ^ ^ ^ j 
13RT% ?jfR TT^ RFr (3000 % ^ R ) % 

350/^. % ^ R IJFT jmR #R| W 3lf^ 3.70 

^1 ^Tf^3ibft3TTcrmRn3if% 5,160,000 Rf^% 
1^ ( «J(ftRia mmR ^ ) 31^ 6.17 ( R^ftRlcI 

TIHTIR ) ^ qftehclH ^ 1 1 

(Ul) 

^ 3n^ % 372^ Tft ;5fl ^ 

*ft tR/ mi 3InRW cR ^ w % 

^ ^ tl^ ft^TT^m % 1^ ^ 1 1 

^ ^ 4t ^ % 
ft3TR(T ^ ^ 1 % 

ft^TFRT ^ :3?^ TF3R^ ^ tftqj ^ 

i^rai gTT^ tirf^ 37jHlfH6 
TI^ 3RT^ ^RT 3m<T ^ ^ 1 

3 TT^ art R^ l^ 3 ^ % a^g^R ?t^Ir rb ^ 3 ft 

^n?TRn?f ( iif^ mf 350,000 zr ^ 

3Rto RRRT 1 (RePfrjft % aig^cRR mftm % 51.56% ) 

3ft R^ 41 3ft Rmft % ^r?ftf^ tftqj m ^3Rft^ 

^R?ntl ^ 3RRR ^ 


(13) ^ 3^t ^ gjpff , 3>pff 3mR 

ftamRft % ^ ^ t, ?ft ^ ^ ^ipif ^ 

wft 3mR ^ ft^TRcft % 

1 3?rf^ ^ ^ ^ % inq?r 

^ ^ tn# 3Jim ^ cT^ % ^RITcf cFt 

1 

R«nRRn 4 rr ^ m\ rr f, eft mdzi 

% amm ft e!^ meTTRm % ^ m mtRT ^ 1 aTFf 

4lRftRgi3^ftft^^^37;^Tft aftR^RJFTf ( 

fW oqq^Klai mm Mf % qftfiT? 4.03 3TT 

) % ^ % aR% t^TRf ^ ^ #IRT ^ 1 

3ftft3«RT q^ ft eT^ Rmif ft? ^ WaT^ftt 

aft R^ RIpft % 1^ IftftmiRft afk ?!^ ^ fti fftfR 
qRft^l^ 50% ftm qq fftiRT t 1 

(IV) 

W ^ WsJ Tf 80,000 # ^ <1^ 

% ^<ih1 35T 3qrT®T 1 3^ 

#lftsRN % TiqF ^ ^ 60% 

3l3)n t| ^trR ^jT^IRH 3F^ ^ 3TR ^ 48000 
^1^**1 1 29250 3R^cj|^ ^ 3Tt T^ 

^SfcRIR) % ^ 3TR ^ 3f[^ 18180 

1,300 ft ^ , 29250 ft ftqR 18180 ft R^ 

4[ ^ ^ici^in qn 3ft am ^ 4^ aralRiftvH ^ 

ft^iR %R RR oMq5i4eii ftrt^ ft yi^jRicf fft?RT % 1 aigft?? 

% 3ijtiK 4ft Rii 4)^ ^ ft 4^ aft R^ RT^ 3fHRT4f m 

aftq?^ fttft fftm t: 

m ^ Njl^rkqul ^ 3iraR^ ^ 3TR ^ ^<H4h1 ^ 
3fi?l?R ^ aTR ^ 1%RT ^ 1 1300 

RR %^^ aft^ ^ 3m 
^ ^ ^ mm ^ Tft ;ift iRTRRTf 

4k t\ _«v V* ^ 

ert 

?re*n 

(^) 

(Z=T) 

(71) 


2007-08 

159 

3 , 384,058 

. 2 , 887,618 

5 , 091,312 

2008-09 

145 

3 , 219,864 

2 , 964,652 

4 , 849,703 

3m 3R^ 4T 3R ^ W '4d4Hl ^ a^RcR gft 
3TR ^ aflr 3 ^ ^ if Rl^ 

^T^jf ^ fqc«u( ^QllJ 1 ^ 

1 1 

2009-10 

197 

4 , 670,794 

2 , 137,306 

7 , 482 , 922.05 

t3;^pft3ft cfftiQi 3mR ^ ft RRft ft; qmw R^ 4t 3ft 

?pT ft#!R qftj ^ aftq;^ ll 


I IM 


iw\ in—4] ’TTOT ^ TTTO ; 13 


(V) 

o44^4dT % 38 67 % 'w1 S4yM ^ 

^ ^ 31FIT t f% ^1^ cili^M ^ ^ aik 

^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Rlkn |i 

3R<rT4 ^ 3® 9 ^ % 3.2 ^ ^ w 

^ aft ^ ^ ^ 

ag^;a?R^n^cTOT^5iknt i ^f^ifci^f^ 

^^413 1 J 

wi 3,^ ^ ^ ^ ft* 3Rft^ RRf % 3R>R 

^ 3I5P9 ft>*i! ft W ^rlft % |en(^q«i % aiRIK ^ 

teni w Ifti ari^RRiR ( 6 ft ft 5 ^ 

wft> ft^ 3ft ( ^ ftft ) ark ^ diftHxH ft 

fft >3 anft 451 ftt aft Tr^ 4k^ ^ wm t 1 

^ ^ ^ 4>i4<Hnai ftgft % ^ ft> 

^??R ft 3^^ ^ ^ 4>4yMdl 441 ^ Rlslldl t 1 

(Vi) 

y^iif^ dWHci ft ^ aft 1 ^ <j^i4f ark ^ 

ft^ ?RT fftn^ R3 1 

^ oqiwi 1 ' 

(WT 3F?T ftt aft ^ 3xqT^f % lel^ *\MW\i\ 

SJIdii^d ^ % 1^ o4l<<^|4dl kft^ ft #4^ 
aiftftftft^H 1ft?3 R3 fttf ft t<D<w^ 1ftv4T 1 

RRl % 3ra)R *R aft ^ 3.^ ^ ft 5^^ ^ft*3 '*»ft ^ 
TRfffim 1 (o4d^T4^ ^ ^rkto 4.03 ) iig^sr^iftf 

ft w % Ift^Fftrn ft> antjR ftai an t 

1 ft» arfft^RR ( 6 ft ft 5 ) «i‘t)x> afk ^Rft ft^is 

ftl aft 1 ^ anfft ftft ) aik ft^ aft ^ " 5 ^ clft*ici 

ft ifti3 ^nft ft* 1fti3 ^ Mxftf^xi ft 1 5^ft> arniR ^ 

3 Rq xft aft 4 c^I(3 ^ ft^ ^rn»4 ft 1 


8.1 30 2010^^^^ ^ ilWId % ^ ftR 31^ I : 

(i) ^ 3R^ ^ ^ 22 % 1^ ^ ^ % 1^ 21.5 ^ 

STWfer ^ 3R<rR mi'sft ^ : 

• 15^4=2^^^ (^ mRciJh ^) 

• ^1^ ^ 4 ^ 

• Vf^m ^§f^3Tt % 1^ 2 ^ 3F^ ^[ ^ 1^^3Fn m ) 

• 5Rlenft^ ^ 3nf^ % 1^ 0.5 ^42^ ^ ’jf^T (3 

t^itPr3nw^ Slfdifid t) 

(ii) yi4.&d ^ mR4^v>hi ciFm 173.42 ^. f ^ ^ 3R<n^ # yidii^d 

124.39 «fid? t I ^ ?rPTcT % 'SJR??R ^IsZl 1^ 

3J^ t : 

(^) w w XT^ ^ ^ ^ 

3^^ I 

(^) ^ ^ ^ ^[RT 1^ ^30^ ^ WRM ^\-cni %f^ ^ ^ 

^ aqxijj^ 31^Rpft % ^ ^ 7.45 ^ 3=rttf^ 3R^ ^ 

y|ch&d fen t I ^ cTFm ^ enw % sFR^: 61.85 %, 
5.60% sfiK 32.15% % 3gqT?l if gis^T ^ 3flT ^TOROT 

f^^nf^RT i^RlT ^ I 

(^) ^&\i}>\ <N3 % iqchl^ ^ sfR Michicifl 3)^ CIHIXI 54.72 ^Rt^ ¥ . 

^ 1^RR[ ^IhM ^R^RT %f^n^ 3RfnRft ^ f^'^TFR JJIlfi^el ^ I 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTR AORDINARY [Part III— 

‘snw ^ wtfer ^ % 

l^TTIcq^B t : 

__ 

nsj^iSn 



*bi4^N 

^ ^ cTFFT 

^ W'Kl - 


(1z^ ^^ 



(n) 3rfji?iTH 3w«i 


{^) T^ TI«BRT 


2 (ii)% 

^('Rl ^ 5%) 


^»Pff «hl4«MIM ^ 5 a I 37.79 


*rekwi <*»i4<riim 


f^f«l eTFRI 

7^) ^ 

(^) 


(^) 3Tr]^,'T^ 

^ 3TTi^ 


3(i) ^3qf^ 


vj'l«l><0| BPia 


{%) m§Mdl§H 


(^) 3lfji5flH*f -iMeh<«l 


(’T) ft'Jic^l 3Rim 


3(ii)% ^fcf 


cTFRT ^ 5%) 


^«H’'i <i>w4dm 


^«1K ^<n dMiCl 

(1+2+3) 


3 >cl elMlcl 



173.42 
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[TO III—^^4] 


^ 4t ^ ^ T^ 4t ^ % 1^ ^ ^ TOl^ ^ 

% 1^TOR ^ 3mK ftR I : 

(1) Rifiei dHW 

• wm , 

TOT ^ ^ ^ Wlf^ t I ( 3T?rf?l^^ ^/ 3Ti=ZT it 3ft 

T2^ TOT ^ 3itT 55.72% sft?: TO it ^ ^ 3Tk 44.28% ) 

• TOR, Rit TOTtI, tot 3TT^ % ^ 

2.10 TOt? ^ (gTs^I ^ ^ 

3Tl?tTOT ) TO it ^ ^ WT^ ^ ^ 

^ % fm % 3mm m ^ tot % it^ i wt^ 11 

( 2 ) <JH«t><.''i RFTcT : 

• ^Tg^eftfln/3TOitlliT3qTOn-iTO^3fkit3ftTO^^ 

1^ 2.71 "it^ 3nif^ 1 

• WI^- 0.67 ^ i^/it 3ft TO tot % lRtT 

^1^%^%3mmmRTO^^ti?TOl^ 
fejT TO I it 3ft TO tot % 1%^ 55.72% 3^ 

TO it ^ ^ ^ 44.28% I 

• 3#TOT 3TO^^ : ^ i?R 3ftT it 3Tt TO TOT % 1^ 1.01 

^t3fk3fr(TOit^^^ 10 . 20 ^i 


(Hi) 42000 % TO ^ ^ 3itomT iron ^^tto ^ 70 % aftr o.9( 0.7 * 

42000* 0.9=26460 Z=T)iiTO?^3ftKit3frTOTOT^ i 

Tigro iron cNS (4 ^tto) ^ 3g^?TmT ^mf^rro ^ 26460 z=t 

f^^l 3rRTT ^ I 


(iv ) to '^fdtftRT 3RTO % 3{3TO ilWiRo TOft ^ ^cnirTO it% ^ 

t: ___ 


WfH 


MWiiq 

wiTtlmT 

SIFTR 




cflfibrvf 


Vf 

■ 

^ TOI (3lf^ ^ ^ 37K ^) 

1.23 '^. 

2.32 

1.43^. 


0.86^. 

(<T^ oR^) 

2.19 


IFR'STTO: ^ 



(i) 3fk 3Rlt|t SltTO^TTnt 

(5lfiT ^?T) 

22.81 

5.72 

21.26 

(f^^roit 3fk 
?i€R^) 

4.50^ . 
(f^^^Miiil 3fk 


(ii)TOit^ 



154.72 

(f^f^?FTTift) 

92.83 ■^. (^) 


III 

TO<ui mm 

(3rf^ Z4 3lf^ f^) 

y<wit^n ^ 

18.77 ¥. 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part IJ 

^ 3RTO ^ 

W| ?n:T3:7^l2i*qT$rq^^^xjt^ 

%., ^, 3,,^ 3fi S ip ^ ilT., ^ 

^ 3TI^ 5ra ferqfSrat 

5Rgcr ftsn fer^i ultlfeR trq ^ ’prif^crfejn i ^ ^q’fRwrsif/jirJnftra 1^ 

wi ^ feqf&raf ^rasft Tra ^ ^ i 


9. wtl^ra 3t^3ff w 3 tr} ^ qira ^ qSt.qt.j;. ^ ^jtR 2010 3m<t 2 % qa % sgim 
afl^ g^ 'R 3)ftRTh jRgj ^ ^ % 2010 SRTRT12 

%qa%3igOTC3RTf^ I 3RI^33n?qg5Rqwq5r.4?.%3xRftci5^3Rpfenf . 


?R»T^. 



(i) 

w ^ ^trrar 1^ 3cRi| 55f % 4 ^ 

% tor 1 1 (^n^ ^ Tjr^ 

4,80,0000 ^ ^ ^/ 

%f^ ^efl^a f^f^ ^ ^ 3TTf^ 

IRgcT ^ ^ 1 

^ ^ ^ ^ ? IRT ^ (ii) (^) % 3^ li 
3if^qTf^ tor 11 

m 

RT ftfeT ^ : 


«IMfl 

«wi 


8 3?RI^ ^ 

?n*i<T ( 3 ” qr»T 

inRHj?R% Hra) 

150,000$ 

2 

> 00,000 

wra 

70,000 $ 

2 

140,000 tt 

3I^^qm???RT 

cflRR 

2,100 $ 

%#Tq 

4*!H 

2,100 

■(T*n 

^Mrt 

1,500$ 

1,500 


4 5 ^ cTFIcI 

443600$ 


4ft=r^ ^ (2010 18) 

46.14 ¥. 3ri^ 


3<«i^ dHW 

20,467704 ¥. 

I4«n5nn 4 ^ q;R^ ^ trpft ^ %f5 
fwrft ^ 1^ qn -f^irfaT ^ ijfJr 

% ^ ^ TRT^q % 

!pn^li ^ ^ 11% TT^ 

^ ^ ^ 7T^ f 

^isrf^ wf^e^ift 

1 w ^ ^ ^ ^ qm ^ 

^m?f 3n^i^ ^ qqr 1 1 

^ %f^ ^ mt 1 ^ %f^ 3TT^^ 

1 

^ ^ 1^ WI 1 

^ ^ 15 )^ ^ ^ 

>i^'s 4Hci®tr 

NcT ^ HIH^ 3ft 

1 # 

4f ^ ^ 

'Tt^T ^ ^afi cRt 
<T8n ^TFif 

(ii) 

(^) 3R<n^ % 3?3?m 

2 ^ >ljir Mjt 

w 1 1 

2 ^4<i< ^ ^ 4 qSKW fqi, ^ 

'**''^ « ^1 i^4>W 3^ iPIg ?nftd 1 


(^) ^ 3.42 fir?^ m n^il^d 

^ 4 ^ ^ ^ 3f| ttm ^ 

>ii4<yHfli % 1T5R0T ^ Slfdli^d 4 

^«i^''i ^ ^ ^wfnrm ^ ?piwhi ^ 

^ J 3PK 1 ^ ^rf^ Ti fqr %f^ 

30^ ^ it ^ qjT 

(^■«^K W t 1 

^K«l 1^ TRTR yii«hj^d ^ f ; 

'»RR®I = 37800 ^JT 

f^Wm ^ @ 500 Z^/^ 19 Tit/1^=9500 ^/1^ 1 

16 ( 24*=* 0.7)qt^x^q^^1^qff^ Ii 

5HiO ?f‘i«Mi ^ g©q THZ ^ 3?3^c!?m frr^ % 

19 ^ f^f 1 

= 37800/9500= 4 % 


^1 m 


iO Ri|l(|»>ill 
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TOT ^ TTSm : 3raiWI 
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(^) ^ ^ 
il6KU| ^ S^R^RlTb ^ 3TWZ®T 

^in<n snjise ttpWt 2008 % ^ 
2.2 34k 2.8 % 313?IR k%?R % 3TraK ^ TOI 
TifkikrqiT 3craf^ % ^RI STjqM^ 

3<S^ tft^ ( ’4p|Wl ^ % 

^ arfflft^R ^ BPTcT % 

1^ dWnd Ji^id4» 4>t 3n'3i 3ira^ ^ 


^ ?!Tn?T JII4>dH 
m\ M<eiH 


wm - 37800/9500= 4 1^ 

4lW4» g*TR-ft5Cra = 90 

k5R®I tsm = 90*37800=3.4 WI^WIr 

3<dWI 3<TK ^ ^ ^1 

3?3fdtm ^n^fjsram % 

t I _ 


39^ (T3) ^ ^ 3BgfrR ^ ^ ^ STf^rttr!) tjft ^ 

W<H *1^ 30tn ^ I 


^n4t ^ ^f^nn» ^ ^ t: 


sCTXi. 


#X? ^ 5 RMI 3X^ 

■ 

jT^tcFto ge*! ^ 

afix ^ ^ 


■ 

anxTft^ d?, 'irft «hiiJ 
afk ^3i«x -R^m 


■ 

MlfMclU-l- % IcXR Td ^ ^ 

Fr%99f 

g 

MUMdllH- ^ #19 ^ ^ 

^ % #19 ed %i 

#p?iki 9)% 


xp J ^ WX^XHR 

V’Sv^lS 9^vn» 

■ 

>id xi49t iMi^'< 

5 ^^ fiwi, ?rsn, .jM*tlRai 

3fh xxwoRi 9 #xn 9 

77%TTJe9>) 
feklT 9^i%9T 
tl 

■ 

H5R^ cW'icit ^ ^ S^tr ’It? 



'xsrrn 


10 . 

Hurrn 2 * 1 ^ % 3Tft ^4^1 


11 . 

Xl^ cll[»'l 4M<W^ 



^fWt^t ?ni ill4jf^d ft'jJcfl rTFRT ^ ^ % 

ni'ia ^ 28% 3fk 
sn^jJ % 1^1^ >u*t>f^fl 3>ci cii'io ^ 

48% Jillf^ld ^ I rii'ia 5IRi%rI % 

f^ ^ 4t ^ "Sin fcRK ^ ^ 31^ 

^ I mht 19 ^ 0.5 ^ ^ t I 

T{pk[?f^ % 3f?3?rR ^ % f^ 2.4 cfni 

^ ?Ff iA\H['** ^ 

^ ^rsn ^iHpq ^ ^ 3Rra^ ^ «iMd®y 

1^ I "39^ % 3TmR 9T ^ ^ 

^ 3ncTT t i% w 19 ^ ^ 

^ «-4ldH ^ ?t9T 3ilk ^ ^ ge 

3fm; 1^ w di§I^M ^ ^ 

^ % 1^«kT3«K dl^RM 39c1®T ^ 

'jll^.^n I ST’K 9^ t <T1 l^'JKrfl cTFTcT yi'btn*i 
^ 4t ^ “SRI sf^rt ^Rikn «nwi '* 119,1 


^ 9^ 1% ^ ^ ^ ^95R ( T^ET-^- 

3Tj^ ^ ) cnf^rsq ^ 3T«rf?I_9fi! gpd % 

3.70 ■?^. 9T 9.H<'rfl % 1^ R^lRn 3^E^<nT 
'll eft '9f>T <jf^c ^ ^ ieFn ^ 34k 31% % ^ x^/ 
^ ieix^ 350/- ¥. “99 %MI"g 3nTR 


R9JT 19 ^ ^ 3191^ ^ 9^ #TT I 

19 3F! ^ % 20% %3ieft %9n m i 

9? 20% SI9ldH ^ #9T 91^ v>1d9Hl ^ 9«f %9TT t, dl^%9 
%>Xi ^ % leR 3^%914 9l5Mdl?H 34k 9^ TR<TT I I 


o94^l4dl kxM % ^ 15 ^ ^9lk "nx^ xft^ ^ 9^ 9^ t9R 
%9T 1 «(‘4 hm 9t^ 93» 37%% ^ 3ii§el'« - %. 37T^d^ 

97 %4i%d t I 9^ 2010 99 %^eft W 3t7T5cF5 { 3Tt 
T59>37^k9%t) %9n9 % %TXX I XXIT g 9^ 

99 %99H 3g91?%9 %9^37T75Tt31^9t^^%l^ 1%5r%t 
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% 371^ ^ 1 

iti ^ 20io%%jFft%f^ 

^ 4,78 11 ^ 

tIH ^ ^ ^ 

6.17 F.SPHI# I 

l^dHT ^ t 1 % tor ^ 1% 

^TTSRT TR ^ ^ tef^RT ^ ^-stof ^ ^ ) - 
4t^RTftirffi:<T^nf^^T^^- 3nif g 
iR^l^xmrnnj ^ 3R<T]^ if 1^ t 1 


(vi) 

if 1^ WTT^ ^ 

“ il^ld* TT 3fr^ ^ ^c?Sj^ 

^ ^ ff7?7 TVTT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

iMtr 

“ 7VV?iS7 ^ jg??V TT ^ 3?^7f7^ m& ^ /^ 

^ ^ m ^ ^ vsrm jnm 

t ” 

^ ^RTRlfDRT 1 


(vii) 

if 745 HR? H. m TTWi^ 

3iRf#i<T 1 1^ 

5IHrR THT % #TIJ TTTIRT ^<^HI 

^ 1, ^ 3lk 745 HIH 

^ xjfqkH ^ arm ^ 

^ 1 3fk gxsq ^ ^ HRm 

3flx gjR^T: 5rr?y % 

61.85%, 5.60% 3Tk 32.55% a^^qRT if 
V^K’Ji ^ n4) TT^xff oMi^i 1 

llrt^ HRRT % 5% ’Tl HPRT % mdH 

1^X#?T ^ HT^H t 1 

Hm % 31HTm WIM 3WhfiT 
^f^3cff 3THTI 3THji^ % m^4 

%f^ RPWif ^ I^HUdH ^ ^ 

■^W^’Md tor 1 

{^) li^l4l5^^^ 3ll^4>[^d ^ 1 3|k 4f ^ 

H?R3R> ^ 3fk 3TTf^ 

TRRI ^ ^ ^ 1 1 Tff 4t ^ ^ cTFRf 

^ ^ 1 ^ ait ^ 

t^H, ¥t Tff ^ afk xi^ ^ %fte (xftiicRTH } % 

3iTHRT x?T g ^ ^ wfr; ^ f^^imdidfaif if t;?r ^ l ^ 
TR ^ aif ^ 3r^TH^ % ^ HRRRR? TTIRTR 7RHH ^f^xnxr 
% ?JTHT ^ HRTcT XR; TTRT ^ art "^f 3ldld4> ^RT f^ 
^snxRRxjft aR^ tft9^ WRiif 1^ trr | t 

ftaTRRT wm if ^TTOF?? %f^ 7.45 ^ H. ^ aRRTft 

^ x^ H?f % Hx? ^ RXTRTtf^ fen 1 1 

(xi) ^ BFTcf % an^ %f^ xjcmm wfim 

if HlfilH t - ^5tf Tt^ (xiMam ^ afR) 

aft gX5R ^ 7l?n RXI^RXIT tififdd ^ 

hrtW ter armr t [ ^ x^fhR wtr qx armrftfT ariTO ^ 
WTO 3Wt5FdT aitx rTFm if ^ ^R<ft ^ \ 

ff ^<=t\< 1%RT 1 

(q) ^ air ^ ^ ft# <Tsn ^ % 

^xRtq ar^Rpft ^ t i fq 

wWr ^ ^ 'aRpR^ 3fJt’ %^if qr^li 

Wltf^ 3RHR ^ an^^e 5^ 7K ?Ft WTO % 

a?3fHdq HPm (^ x^ ? ^ TOI ^ if 

1^RTT afHT f I 

(u) ^ tqpf ^ ifriq t i% q^ %TTXX ^ qft 3R^ 

^ Xje^TRR 4 qft xft ^ ^5fRT 3pT#q % 

^qft ^c^TRqrsq % tjfir qq TOamn^ 

^ ^ 20% xjera tor I^WTq7%art^^^^^ 

1^ 1 Rm RR ^ lRHdT ^ 1 I an^ ^ 

%f^ Hi?we qiw 1 1 yfdil^d TT% 

WRT %f^ im 1 1 $«Rn» ^ ^ arq^ 

TOR if TO ancn 1 1 'ifil xjfRT^ Itxit;^ % TO ^ 

1^1 1 


(viii) 

^ ^ ^ >TT^ wn 3.42 ft.z^ 
^3 ^h«h mftdT w 3if^ 1^ 8400 ^ afRm 
f^^RH ^ RR^ 406 1^ (255.5 

1^=365* 70%) 3?3^ddM rnfm % 3#F ^ 
%i%^TrRT^3n^ I ^ if9762 WT 

wftf^ TOR if ^8f qrST wn ^ TRft%R fro 1 1 



I 'I Mini’ll I 




[w] in—^a^4] 


mm ^ 


19 




;jnwn ^ ^ ^ 613 2 ^ wn 



(ix) 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^T. 8 it m 1^ 

Tfmmvr lyiiw cipm ^ ft? 3«n ^ 

3TT^ cWT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W ^ '>^WcT rIFm % STjqTcT ^ 

^ ^TWK^ ^nntT ^ 

^ ^ 3TraTft?T 3(Ti^ 3nf^ ^ 

Tjupn ^ 3«n ^ ^ 3TM7T 

^*lc1 ciMin STWfer 'i^fOnd ctMin % 

3Tj?m % ^ 1 bftct % 

anfe % 3mR ^ Bm % ^ 

cftf^^W ?^cTFl^ 

^ ^ «hl4d«riiq ^ ^ ^ ywil^n 

^ ^ fo|Pt4^f^d aim 1 

^fzqr % zqqtq-'^ 3 RTcr wn, f^, 

3TTi^ qn ^ %f^ 31^ ^ ^TTO 1 

??Tf^ q? lan 1^ "t^'ltl TO<t ^ aiwl^a 

aiR qrl^ ?q % tftq? qq=«ft ^ qq qn^q^aiq % 

qmrar^qif^ ^ | ^Plf^d to ^n q% I ailq^ 

fteq ^ qzq> I^TTO wttt ^rsCRwr 

^ % qniq qrt 3?ft wff 4 amfei wr t i 

aT?T qf|[ ii, ^ ^^RTcT to?! qn qiT WR 1^ TOT 

11 

(X) 

^ 1^ ^ ^ 
mR^^vjihi wmn % ai3^ 

wnti^ra w 1 

3ifM^ arq^ ^ 1^ ^t 

^i4^Pt<*> 15r^ qr^ift ar^q^ ( 41 4! 4t q ^ft ) ^ 

ar^qt^ % qjTTRq % qq^iT ^ ^ ^ 3ng?T qlNIro 

3R<nq ^ 4t ar^ ^ 3raTTO ^ ^pn^ il q?iqn fq? rfiR q^ 
tl qqi^ ii 4l4t4t % TO TOft 2010 ^ ^ ^ 

TO, ’iraR ftaqq?! qm ( ^ ^ ti ) ■^ (^TO TOqq/qqro 
aik qsiqn aTrtqi4<ii ^ ^jroq ftroq qkqTOr ^ qror % 
1 ^ ^tfqRj ^qq 4t 4! 4t T^ iTiqq 3 ^: ^?i<t qq^ ^ 

4ri qrt %t i <R3TO qftqTOr qr?R- qqti^ 

qqr 1 ?qt q4«^ qq^ % qs^qq^K ^ qfri^Pt 
4an| i 

(xi) 

f^pn FTg ^ per ^ eSqcT 

% y^t^4Iq 31^ % ^ ^ a?te4 | ^ 

TO i^R aft^ a?^ W ^ ^ ark 

W ^FR? 1 t am 1 ^ ?TS?JJ W %R;^ c^ 
^ 3tU qra ^5^ afk mr maff iJ ^ ^5^^ % 
q?^ ^ qsmi qmr Hvq«i<iT t, 

^Rqr own ^ 1% q? tftqj 3 wr q>i 

tnn qiff ^ toh ? m«»i=i?i, ^ % 

#R arqjp^ tftqi qrissHt % a?3m ^ 

^ ciPM ^ quFi <N5 yi'hf^d TOT t, 

1^ df^Hd %f^ ar^ ^ ^ q?R®t 3im 

an<tT t 1 4t ^ ?^t 1to 

q<Iw TPT^^tf^ \ 

qvfi mi qssRsi §R ^ sfk q?B tot 1 i % 30 

2010 % 3?<TO 4, 3rTO!ql 4 f^dk?q ^ 

^ 3TfTOTT 4 ?? qqr qn#TO % a^ra^f tf!(qj qq q^inq 

qr ! qsH4 TO TO^' qroi 3l^ 

ar^ ^ron 3fTO!q q^ 1 q? q^ro qq ad^-^r j 

% icT^ qqji Hqqqr ??qq qqdqjRTq % qrq l^qr ^ 1 

qi^ qd qq ?TO qt^l^ ^ afq ^ 3R<n^ 1 1 

HHkdqf % ar^TO ttto ad^qidfn qq 95% ?to 3iqR ^ 
ark aik 5 % 1q^ 3iqTf^ ^ aik 3iq!f^ 1^ tot t i 
qa14 ?q 3!qR q^ 11 ^f%q f^qr^qr^ % ^ 

4 qqq qq^ 4j 1^ afk q? qq^ % 1^ 3^ q*f ^ 

% qf^TO ^ qrd qd qn qrcT qq 4t Pi«sr>Hvi l^.w 

1 aik 3T9q q4 % 3.42 qq ^ 41 q qq arj^am q>i4i?q?n 

3nq! qj^ % fkB^qr^ qq qn4 ad^qid t 1 q?Rnq4 

TTaqq 3 ^ % 1^:^i?q» arqik % 4f tot % 4tot % 1^ 
31 TO ftqlftq qmi oqq^K^JtHdi t 1 4 tot tq> ^ qi4 q4 4 
qi^ % 1^ 25000 z4[ qq qidR ^ ^ 

artad afkrqq TOT 3 1^ t 1 qror 3ito ^ ark 

^ TiaRq arftqrdqr ^ 5% aft^ ^ro 31TO ^ aik 95% 

l^qrf^ q^ qq 3rtfnq ^ 1 gqdfeq 3rRTTq 4, ^ q4 4 
?TO % 1^ 3 4» 4tot % afk qr^ q4 ?to% 

^ Tp? ?TO ^ 3RqTl^ 11 

1 

(xii) 

3pm- g;qfrt^ 3R<ira ^ ^ ^ 


MWlf^tT : 


(^) 5^ % HVk^U % 3T3«K 

Mwt % arifrT ^ t I 

qq? 4. (xi) % WT1 
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-idn? m, % 373HK, ITT^, ^ zffer ^ 
3^^ >T5R0T f^trfftcT ^ ^ 1 3Rd|[^c 
^TFf#T ^ ^ ^ 

3^^ cTFm ^ WTT ^ ^^rmiTd ^ 1 

LI AKl 111-ott 

i 

r 

r 

• ‘♦J 


(TS) ?RRd, 3^T^ W ^ ^ 

c!m ^ ^ -^TTITT 1 

f ymdd idRcf, dRft 3TTtjj^ ddT ^ drff dmrd dmf % dd^ 
% f^ 3rTd?ddr t ^df^zmrn dd 3ti^ #i3tt | \ 



(^) dWdd % % 3^jcj,ddM 

^nftdl % UPf^Jlfd if ^ T?H^ ^ 1 1 

42000 %.%, ?d> 10,500 f^.%. ^ 

3TmR ydl§l( 1 

'TSRR fd? ^ mftdT dIT % fcd^ 70% 

^’^drf^TdT ^ ^m’Rldidl dm 

^ 37800 70%=26460 mi ift 

1 

37,800 dT^ dl^ 10,500 f^. % % 4 

d^ 0.9 dzeR dR ^dT t, 3ij«^ciciH drftm % 

d^ 3dd^d^ 1 ^ f^dR d^ 1% dmif 9500 zd/f^ % m 
dT dT^ ^ ZdR dim 1 1 WTT if 70% dZdi dT 

f^d^tol t 1 


(d) 3rf^ % 1^ 18.77 dlRxrj 

^ ?. % 3RdTd % 3?3?m 1 % ^ 

dSRor 5 41 

( 3416723 ^d X 18.77/Zd X 3lf^ ) 

3fl 3nmf^ 3Uc)^^«f»dl % 18.13 

dT 1 ^RdT 3?#Tf^ ^ W d? 

^ ^ 1^ ywif^d dSRd ^ 

3i3HiI^a TF5Rd 37Td7ddim3it ^ ^ % flnr 

ddfe t 

d«R«i ^ d> 3m I2(d;) % 3T3?TR mmz f%dT t i d? 
^dfddT t f^ dmrd ^ :jqq^ ;5ni^ ^ 

dd^ did % 9500 Zd dlftm XR ^snii 1 

3Rmf^ 1 % f^;^Jdm Rdd 3 f^ ^ 3Tflrd; dddf % 

1^ 3T^ ^ Mwiif^in tor did 1 ^ 3RgcT 1^ f 1 



(^) dTSfd if ^ ^ % 3Tt?m ^ 

?d/% 8400 dl^ dftfid d«f % 3ndR 

f^dld 3Rgd drf 1 

^ddiT 9500 Zd/df^ f^ if R^frflm %dT 1 d? f^ TR 1 ^ 
^ ^ df^ Zd/d^ 500 Zd ^ did ( 3TTf Tft ^ % Bmc|gi4dT 
IJR-142 % 3TldR dT- dr4 mffid d4 ^ di% 500 Zd 

1^ddR%ldT^) 3ffT d^ dld^ ^ f^ 19 3rg7^ 

f^ dm* 1 |>ddT ^drtf f^wiuf) ii (xi) ^ cdR ^ i 


(^) dT^ #ftd d^ if ^ 8400 Z^ 3;ftdd 
1^dZR m 6132 d^ djf dF% ^ 
dd^W^dddl^t (255.5 

dftdfifd d^ dF^d if ^ffdl ^ d^ dfR 

ddiif ^ dTdl 2.146 fir. Zd (8400 Zd/1^ 
255.5 f^) f^B^ ddfdd ?EIdm 3.416 fir.Zd 
^Tdfftd t «f 1 ^f^ii iTTiRT ^ ^ 

3Tdnf^^t 1 f^^f^dF^ 1 

sflHfl f^iRH ^ 9500 Zd dfrl % FRfff^m 1%dT t I R^RR 
wff^ d4 w miRT 1 



(^) dTsf ^ ^ did ^ ^ dIFff % 

%f^ f^dfftd d^ ^ d^dl fjI^cT ^ 1 dSRd 
dim d«f drl ^ WTT f%dT t, ^RdT d? 

1^X31^ 1 

dFsfiriflid. dxsf-^ddr^RRdddJm^ ^Mtcrf^diti 
dft 3TR €f dzf ^ fitd4f f^HT^fTK ^^nfdT t: 
dFrf d)T dft 3TR ^ -1300 3TftldJmT OTRl % STTdTddT 

dldf^RTadl = 2441(3.41 d*T Rd ^/ 1400 Zd df^ dl3f) ^ 
dF4 % cTfUd %f^ 3Rd?dm -1400/500 = 2.8 ^ 
dft 3^R ^ 2,8*1300^2441 =8883480 dft 3TR ^ 

% 35didRn d4 mm dRR 3TTd#m 1^ ddT t i 


1 

\ 

i 

f 

(d) dldFd #fid m % STldK d^ ^ ^ 
3?3dTf^ dT^ df^‘ f^ 8400 Zd 1 df 37800 ZZ 
^nnf s^dJ FTdd if Fidftd z^idif 
^%f^4.5f^ 1 tdJ % 

EWd ^fdm 26460 Zd df;^ ^ dRT ddl t , df 

3Fg?T dmff % ^ %f^ 3.15 f^ 

^ 1 dwiPid dsRd 3PTn: ^ zd %f^ df^ 

^ 18.77 '^., FTTdFd I^*il dIsdT 't<4)'hK 

^ d^; gdd Tidd % dR ?;d dsid? dsrod 

RmRd m wnfldR %dT w 1 


«1 Hi|iimi|i 


III—4] 





31W ^ ^ ^ fiMWHI t I WW ^IZ5B 

ept % aETWR ^ 

yz %*IT ^ I 


(^) ^ ^ ^nnf ^?<R ^ 

NWW % <»>KV| % 1?^ ^ 

^C«i0 % ^ wff %f^ ^«K«i ^WR 
I 


(^) fttfft^r 5w ^HiRi % ifi^ RSR®r 3mR 
'SMll^O ^ ^ 3PRI ^>Plt dWnH %f^ 

PlylRd 3ri5K=^ Rpff^?9R> ^ FT5 t I W 
^ ?RT 5^ ^iPff 3I3#32I 5^ 

4lWs ^ JJfdW RR 4 skw| ^RR 

^ I 5^ 4tft^ 1^ ^ ^ % R15^ 
RIRFT ^ RSROT 3IRR 3TrFT ¥R ^ 1^PTI 

^ Rt 5^ ^ WTT "4 IJtel W 1^ 

«Ht<ilf^n I 


^ ^ 3R5d Reh4«i % 3iyRT SlR^Rdd 
4R^fl+<wi I 






Rirt^ 3tWcT % ^ 41 ^ ^ 4f^R t I 4t 3iT^ 

^ ^ ^ R?<k 22.5 r 4 Rd>4u| 3?3^^ Rim 

0.674 14.^3 4t ^ I ^ RT^ % ■ptR54®T diMci 

5*>Hy«K 52.5/^5.41 sttl ^.3.94 

(¥.58.5/^.Tft) I I 

Rr? % 4 Rim 0.42 14.^. 4t t ^ 

^ RiR f I 3ii«r><rw %f^ Rf^ R3-4t 
60 ^ Wl'tiK ^)RT ^ 3ik *l''HI f^>RT RRT rTFRT ^.2.52 

R>d? riMtll t I 


10 . cKH'tli 331^ %I^3 tR ^ ^ ^ f^. 13 2010 ^ 18 

3TW 2010 % i-^ % 313^R ^ ^rmtte ei™ 51^ fejT 1 1^^ 30 ^ 2010 % 

R# ^ 13 31TOT 2010 ^ ^ ^ "g^n fen w TimhTR 

Tfr^ ^ W t : 

(i ) (^) ^ ^ ^ ^^rftcT JMWI % BFRT 31l4>dH ^ WH 1^ m ^ 

f^rarr sit i 

(T3) <^crl< ^ ^ 3TT^i^ ^RT 1^^; 3RrleTcT ^ 1 ^<rt< 

+ ^.46.70 (^^f^.12.8. 2010) 



(r) ^T^rhlR Tf, ^ ^ eTTRR 3Tf^ TWrf^ TOTra ^.17341.52 ^TRi 

^4 3RTO ^f 3ll4>(dd ^ 17296.55 3nR#T?T f%2TT 

I I 

(ii) (^) ft?, 31^ 3Tlf^ ^ ^TTRII^ ^ ^nRcT RSTT WRI 

W^IMHI 3TTf^ 31^1^41 4><^c|MI 3iyHlfdch 

fJ'HHl 37Tf^ ?i: ohiJ'hclIM 7n4 ^Ts?! Wsf, Rsi<w| ?isn ^Ts?! ^ 

4t ^ Rsn ^^TR 4 fqRirJifl fell t I 5^«t>i 
55.72 % 4^RfsiR 3flT 44.28 I 

MWMI 4, WTRI dlMcl RR RRR fVR/SFR 4t 3^ T^ RTFfi RSTT 4! 

% 3i^HI( 1 4 Rsf ^ l^'Hll 1^ 4t ^ RRRI % dMld r?i4 RR ^R^ih 

I 














22 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part DI — Sec. 4] 


^ ^ ^TFIW ^^ ^ ^ ^ elTO 

^.10,87 cTM ^7# «n ^ ^ ^ 811 

^)TW 1^5?IT ^ I 

(iii ) (^) 19 ^ ^ ^ ^-qiQuirHch ^ 7IRT 11^RI^ ^ OTTcT 20% STT^^flRT 

1%mt I 

Hpf ^ 2.5 37k ^ ^ % 20% 37cT: 3.8 ^4^ ^ 6.17 ^ 

t<f|ct>K ^ ^iFI fi'flcft FTFRT 6.3 ^ 37T^#RT t I 

2.4 cTRa IWkl TTPf ^ fttnfkd RR^ % 3g7TR 

I ej^ 

3ii«iCfl IWT f I 

(7§) Rl^TRT ^ ^ ^ %i^ 37RJ^ fen t ^ fef % % 3T|tm 

37Rfefent I 


(iv ) 2010 3R1^ 18 % ^ % 3TTO 37M ^ ^ 81 ^ fen ^ 1300 ^ 37R ^ % 

^ ^ 3^ Tt 4 RRkr % 1400 Zn ^ ^ ^ RURT %feT RR fen 

t ^ 3nf ^ XT ^ 3R^ ^ ^ci^i4di kn^ % 3rmR Rx sn (^ k.143,144 

3ik 145 3qd^l4dl fei) afk 3 TcT: | 


(v ) ^Btfe R^ ^ aTRjfei RRtfe ^ wm ^ Tm^ rtr ^ k ^rrr rtrr 
felRJ 30 ^ 2010 ^ RTRk k fer RRT t : 





2010 ^ 30 % R»lfe Rti % W<nR 

2010 3IFHRT 13 % ^tfe ^ % 



Bm 

RRR^/apRTft 

akRi5TR3*ff 



RRR ^RR/Sfl^ 

4t 3kR5T^Pif 





(i) '4^‘m ciiMci 







1703.59 

2278.61 

182.36 

7115.88 

2475.12 

(q) m ^ 

6909.99 

795.56 


ESSH 

6920.86 


(n) 

5471.41 



?X<R % ciHid I^«*l ^TSRWT 

cTFRT •<(•4 *w4<*>c 1IM 
^iMd f 1 


17341.52 

17296.55 

(ii) RTR 






(R^) ^4 






d»W+dm 

<riHid 

453.76 

469.11 

124.56 

705.18 

470.63 

- 16% 37K 3k 

^i 

272.57 

364.58 

29.18 

1138.54 

396.02 


726.34 


153.73 

1843.72 

866.65 

(X5) R5RRI RRK 


I^HH 


Ri 4 d4 k ifewf 
■^HR RJRfefTR % lR?m ^ 

RTR RR RT?rr ^ I 


937.84 

I^HH 

- 

- 16% 3TR 3k 

875.43 

“ 

“ 


1813.26 

- 

- 


I ' 


I 


'I W|tl|*«IM 






































[w\ in—4] 


’fra ^ : 3ra*raT 
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(r) R^ w 

gS*l R«f 

RT^ R«f 

g?5R R«f 

RT^ R^ 

-RRMR eflRR 

592.84 

47.54 

593.42 

46.96 

- 16% 3TR 3it 

1105.60 

127.29 

1107.3 

4 

125.55 


1698.44 

174.84 

1700.7 

6 

172.52 


(vi) (^) 30 ^ 2010 % ^ rar^ ^ ^ ^ 

31cFT yWlf^cl 5n, Rl^, ^VR RR ^<9*1 ^ ^ 3^ '^d 

■^vPff, R3RR 'SWR ^ ^ "ra^ I 3RRT5J ^ R>tf^ Rli ^ 

^ if ^ ^ RR T!^ ^ ’ftyft Wff, Wl^niR ^ RSKR 

^ aiRRR, 3 1^ % 5^ fttte 'IrTT % ^TM R>Fff RSRR Hl^Hdl^i ^ ^ RJ 

3FRRR »<l'4 RT dll^^l I 

(^9) 3T1^ ^T^ftfel M«MI % «^f^H ’ffi 'SFCT i<-Hllf^d tft’P 

^1 : 


RjfiRROI 


R^Ir ^tici 

g^sR R’f 

1.42 rIr ^ 3m ^ 
RfR^ 

0.85 3lf^^ 3m^ 
31% Rt 

RF^ R^ 

“• 

1.94 31%^ 3TR^ 
31% # 


> fir^mraR 


raRRRR 

31% Z^ 

(i) ( RRR iRR RR 3FR 4t 3fl RotI 

%Rf %^?lRl4t RR R^ 

53.96 

(ii) Ri^ ’ft^- ^Rd 

161.20 

(iii) Rid 4t R^tR "^Rd 

96.72 


raR t^Hc<l^ ^ J^rifilR t : 


1. ^RR ■?VR : 5^ ^ ^ ^fTRlftR ^RR ^RR c[Ri ^f 

W ^Tl^ RIdIRIci l^ftRR R1^ OT ^ ^TSTTR ^ 
■f^ R5F, RT^ ^ RWT^ IrPhR RT^ ■gfRT RT^ ^ ^ 
■f^iRT RTTRT ^ I 

2. ^ ’ft Rft : ITR ^JcR^, 3TRTft?! RRT 31^ R^TRRi 

^fRVrii t I 

> R5KR3nTK : 

v.ii% zr/1^ 


(i ) ’^t’M^g 3 ^ 

(ii ) R5RR3mR : 

(Ri) 'flW-S % RT^ % R^RT ^ 1^ 5.40 

(^) 3 1^- 4 1^ 8.09 

(n) 5 1^^ 10.79 
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^ ( 4 ) ^ >iKiic( wr ^ yirfFl ^ % H#T 

^ I 3 fk wf\^ ^ ^ ftrp ^ # 31 ^^ 


11' W 3nf^TO^ % ti W % WT^ ^ 

1 mrfetirrft^^s^ to 1 

^ ^ ' 3 in<^ii i ^ httD://tariffauthoritv.gov.in. ^ 

I 

12. f?T HlH<^ % Q.chf^d % ^jyfcTT % ftr^T #ffel f^lf^ 

(i) ^ 3it ^ Tt^ ^ ^ % 3n%m m ^ 

^TFMt{^M^) % mm 53 ^ ^ MIf^ zto ^ ^ 

fe?m ^ tof^ 3 fi^ to ^ ^ ^ ^ WT 

*n I ^ 2008 % 3F^F^ cTlf^F % hi4Ih5^h %. ^ 2.2 % 3^^^ 

3^^ ^ 3 ft X 2 :?T ^ ift ^ 3TTf^ wmi 3friT4^ ^rto ^ % 

3PT^TOtoi% 3ifTO ^ toftcT cnft^ ^ I 

(ii) (^) ^ 3to ^ ^ W, ^ ^ ^ ■5IR'4 ^ m wto 

toi ^ ^ ^ ip 3 r:^ ^ ^ 3ft ^ ^ 

^to ztor ^ ^ ^ 3 r<m tor ^ 

1 ^ 3 TTto ^ 3 TT^ X 3 TT •?ft, T2^ 5^ cft|^ 

fe. ^ ^ tor T^RiT f% ^ton 2^ ^to, fto3ft % ^ nri % 

^ ^ to I ztto % 2ft^ to totor ^ 

2^ ^ Tft ^nto f i toto, to W totor ^ toto 
to % ^ toq to ztor %to 

I to^^ttoto%^totoT^ 

M to^R to^H to^ ^ ^ Tjcp ^5Rf ^ ^ ^ 53 TT «n 

tor^T 2 ^ ^ ^ ^ %to ^TRM ^ ^ 

to ^ ton «n 3^ 2010 ^ 30 % toto ^ ntos toto 
^ to «n, ^ % 4 nto ^ ^ ^ ^3n 1 

2 ^ % tow %to 2 tost to totz ^ ^ 3 WTR ^?tfto to ^ 
^ t3§T 3ft^ ff mF ^ ^t tow nWK to 

to I 

(ti) w? eft ton t f% 2008 % 2ftw toftow town gftor tst^ 
nto wm % 3TmR w town 3 Wk to^ ^ ^ 1 ^t^itw to^ ^ 
totoi RFTcT tot toNwrm % hft % ^ ^ to "I 1 
tot % iWnel % totor Wto TR^ 3 T 7 ^^W^ 3 fi ^ Intofef 
t, M to to ^ 3RWR BTO % 3mK W ^ TR?W 
3TW?n^xTT3fr ^ tofto ^WfT t I ton to ^ n^WR ewm % 

mm m nwr xm^ 3 nw^ 3 f[ % town 90% ^ 98% % ^w ^t 
■^Rn nt 'toftn to %fto ^ town wtr nwr toto toT3f[ % ^ 
Into wito Itoflto nto to wr 1 


•il'KMMM 
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(’n) 3Tt cNi wr ^ ^ ^RT 

t ^ Ict^ftcT 2010 ^ 30 % <rlJf?lte 

31^ ^ W ^ ^ t ^ 1^ ^ 

WT ^ 2010 3TTO 13 % ^ 

1%2TT I 3T^ TOM ^ ^ iM 3^ ^ 3Tt ^ % 1^ 

^ ^ ^ TOnfer fen i ^ ^ 

'I'^m % N-Hllcj ^ ^ ^l %, 3 hq1M 

^ nr 'isK'^i TOR 3Tfe^ ciiR«ft <M'W % 5% RFT ^1, ^i*-6 mnVi 
BTO ^ TOM 3R<M fen I 

I 

(iii) 2008 RMtt 26 % /52/2007 f^fe % 313RR ^Ftfe ^ 

tl^^lfe%1^^fe^rnFff^^ si^qj^fen i fs 
nfe/^rnte iiwife fenfe srfei^ %nnn ^ ^ fen i 

(iv) 3Tfe^nn ^iw: 

^ ^ 3Tfe^M ^TMT 4095542 Zn ^ 3M#RT fen f I 3416723 

^ :3ft 678819 ^nt I ^ 

^ftUn ^ ^ ariWn ^tmt 3416723 znt^ft^^sftr^a^tT^ ^ 

% (JHtH %f^TR ^ I 

(^) ^ ^/ 3^21 ^ 37t ^ R# T^ ^ ^ ^ fen 83.43% 

16.57% ^ 3Tferm fen t in? 2023-24 ? 4'!d'l4ld % 

3nftfer 3nn ^1 arfeRm ^tmt nn fefn % fe^ ^tnf wff % 
fen nsf fet fem fesn' t 1 fe fe % ?^nn 55.7196 % 
T^ Tft ^sft 44.2804 % t I ^ 3ft T^ ^ nmmn if fe % nnnn 
mI^ ^ 3i^m <p'M ^ §'H’=hi f?^n 4^ f^nr m 1 ?h nm^ nft 
/3nRtw3ft % tipin "fen ■fnjnr 1 “fett ^ hh<^ ^ hmj ^ 3ft 
nn?^^ fefe%^fe%nnnn3ffeiR^^?FRf®3RR 
n^fe 1 n?tfe ^ ^ ^ RM fet ^TMT nn fen ?^ft ^ 
fe 11 

(^) fe fe/3M It 3ft wif nn ^ 24,000 zn nf^ fe t 3flT 

Ra ^ nn ^ 6,000 ^ 3rf^ fe t ^ 3Tn5F^ tftn5 inff^fe 
^ fefftn TOnr ^ % nfe % 3g?rR 11 

m??ftn "fen '^. ( 3nf 3ft lEft ^ ^ ^ ^ nnnf 3ff^ ^ 520 

<jx>xj ^ H w^ n?t n5?T ^ 3Ti^f^n> Mvfifeft % 'B?ft nnr ®<^h 
3ftT nfe 80 :20 % ^ nr wit ^ n^niMR ^ ^ 

n^T nn 3i2ftn t 

3nf 3ft ^ fen nni ^ nft 3TnM nife nftfe ^ ^ ^ 

oWf fen nnf fe?B ferfftn nfn "^t m^fer 1 ^tffe '^r. 
nn mnr n? ®n nwlfeft nn top^ nmmm sfk 3nf 3ft “^ft 

WT w^nr ^ It ^ gfer nn infen % | sfk feft 
feM m\m nn fen n^l m wt Pram 3fk 3ffe nn ^ 
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80:20 ^ ^ fen 1 ^ % fer TOPnn ^ f^rfn 20 

^ ^ fek fen w ^ fen t ^ nfen % 

) wfeR ReT ^ nf[ ^ ^ ^ 3 Tt| 3ft ^ 
ferrfe cTFm ^ ^ ^ ^1 1 ^ fer to 

aTOTTO^Jf 2 ftTOn^TTO^TOf^%fe^fe 7 fe^ ( 
^ ^ 3 cnffeT ^ : 5 TOT ^ % TO ^ 3 Tt TOlt 

3 TT^ atr Tff T^ ^TO fen TO feifer n^ t I 

3 TT| 3 Tt^i^^n 1 nn^tfenrpf f%R n feife nfe ^ tor 
TO iT/^ ^ 0.6 fn. zn ^ ^ 

^feffer , ^ ^ fro arfirron ^^nni nfe % aq^nn tot 

TOI 

(n) nffflnTin fem fe. ^ % feo; nm % fer 

^nnrro tot % ■srft ^ fen sn to fen fe trIto 

^ ^ m^i TOTtn n^ fem ^ to ^ ^ 1 

3t4 ^ ^ rtoII fe, ^ tor ^ ! 

TO fen ^ fe 3 TO^ tfe ^TO torr ^ ^ fei 
^Irm a^TTO % STTO fenr to i mfeh % s^nn, 3 nTO^ 
feicR ^ fefer zfeR % 'Hciltfn TOn ^i fe^Ri ^ to Tfe I 
TT^fe fe^ TO fe ^ ^ TOT ™ TOft ferfm fen 
TO I 

(’n) n^TO % ar^nn ^fen nn tor 1^J^sn ^ ^ fe to ^ 
a^f TO ^ tot fenr ^an f 1 fn% 3 TTOt ^ vr^mn % ffe 
nisHcii^H % fen aRTRT to ^rT% ^ ^ 1 2008 % nnfefe ^ 

TT^^ -^i nr-fe n^ t fe TOfrf ^ mi ^ 1 ^ 

^ ^ Tmn art tot thrr 3.42 fn.zn ( to ^ ) nfn 

q^ fen % fen T§fe ^ ^ % TO?n fe fe €) nfen tor nfn 
fe 3 42 n. zn fe] , fefe i^t TO fern ^.Tim | t fe fe/ arR 
^ arr to TOT^ m to 500 TO/fe to feR f fen% fe 
^ ^nrofe feflt ^ Tiffe fen t ! fe'. aron nrfe % 

ar^mr toto 3nn fefi ^ fe aRm thtos ^nfe n fei % fefin % 
fej ^T<?T®^ n^fl I I 

fefen fe TO^ TOTT Tfen to 3 fe TO R-f fefer ^ fnfetn 70% 
fetfer TOR fe ^ fe fe fe nfenn tor 3.O6 fe.z ( 
nfet ) fe fe fei fe ( 500 24 fe 365 * 70 % ) I fe fe 4 ] 
wfi TOT fefe t fefe tttoto to tot ^ ^ffer t n^i 
^ fe %f^ ■ffefe.felTR TOR TO TOI ^ glfef t, fefe fe 
^ ^ 3 ^ fe Rn fe fe % fe fe nfen tor % fe ^ 

■fe % tfe fe fe fe TOR fe fefe 3.42 "nn ^ fe fefen ^ 

fe fe fetfnR nsR fe TO fe fe nfefe ffen i fe tot 
TO n nn TO^ TO ^ n^n fe nrfe ^ f% nTO fen to ^ aft 
toI fe gien fe ^ ^ife nfe fe n;ffeT arTO to tot t ^ 


1 


t ^'f •iHMItlll 
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^ ^ ii,z- t 3.42 1^ ^ 

^«hK l^^rT I 

(v) eTTO: 

(^) 2010 ^ 30 % W? w> 

^ 3 Ti^, :sm % f^i TO ^ 

% 1 ^ 3 T^ ^ ft^TT “vinm ?IT I ^ ^ 

cTsn ^T^TFT 3^ ^ ^ OTT^ ^ ^/ 3R1 It 3^ ^FH 

^ 31^ 31^ ^ ^ tff ^ift ^mrm-d ^ ^ % 

3 TmK mi m':; 4 2010 ^ w 

3Tt ^ wif % Mtc ^ ^ 

% ^ ^ ^^•*f^ 1^ % ail-cf %c{^ ?TO XlFfRI WIcf 

^ 3iwfe fen I cTT|^ W fec^t eTFm ^ ^ % 3TmK 

■•IT fejn dm d4 fet % mjx ^ wff 3?Rfe fen j 

X^d X?ntfe 3Tfed tifd ^ ^ wff % ffe raw 
^ ^ ^ Wd 3?fed W Wd ^ ^RdT t dm 

dddt % ^ ^[ 3 Tfeq ^ i ^x?rra ^ ^ ^ TO %fei 

3fk T^' dn?r«d % TOq, dt ^ ^ 3ft( 3^^^ ^ 30 

TO % WR %fe 3 ; t, OTTOf ^ 3 ^ owt §fen 3 t!x drS 
dd ^rTOd wm eTTOX x^ ^ ^ did raid 'rrtt ^c-n ^ 

! TOTO ^ 3 ;^ ^ fer^ %fe; 

30 ^ 2010 % WT 3H#lxd iRora 0 3^4 wm ^xi^ 

3rmK ^ fex t i 10%^ Hm %3?f n f n| ^ 

o?imi % 3 rFiK ^it M Hw irfen % t^-a -■?'.; 

witoq/xjddR ^ I I 

(w) XJ^ ^ 3fr %feT ^ aomftd 3TfejlR % felXiR dX 30f 30 xit ll^ ^gm 

d^Txft OJft 3mfd ^ ^ Jdttfel TRdra ^r ^?Tfe W 3:ftx aPTd ^ 
^ TO imr xra ^ 3 Tt x^ TO %ffe feife fern w ! 30^ arf ^ 

X3[eT ^ d3T^ 0^ 3rd fed OX fe 30toftd % -i-TcTraT 3ffennT 

feso fe! TO mi! %fe’ norfe tot t: xft It ^ ^ ft? fern fe 
M-IdfOTd^^^t XdldT^^^d^dfer t XiTdfe 
0^ TO i^ 3 dcFT^ t 1 3 xfn 3 Tfe d?ito ferod 
(afr 30| xro 3T^feTT3Tf % STJOIX fed t Xift ^^tfera ddT 

^nffe ^ % aoftd ft ait 30 f iro ^ TOdJ xr^ ^ ift %feT 
xofe f oit 5Tfenrr tteF? do gxsd mo xi4 dfe 3 ^ ^ofe df wid 
TO i^ %ffe fenfer dddT aq^fe fer i w^W, too, wft 
TOif 3o[§ ox 3rd ormr-d x^, too % feodd %fe 30 ^ 3it xfl xt^ 

■grxT ddi^ 0 ^ ox o1 ^ ^ ^ ddi ^ i xft ^ ^ OT x=^tfra ^ im', 
do ferw 3 fe feim 30 ^ 2010 % 00 ox 1 d^ f fe ox feTX 
fern w I wfo gxso mi, 0 or^ W=t xm^ mr^feno! %fe 
ferfe ^ OTTOd Old fen f I w od mx ^gfer 3 ^ 
3 Tio;fej mn^ 0^ fero ^ fecft ox fefe 13 aror 2010 mt ot^ 
dTXT fe 0^ go^tfei OTTOd % aomx ox xrg^t xfrflo iotot w xp 
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(^<<1 I ^ dMia 

30 ^ 2010 % ^ It ^ ^ ?m 3JT<6i^d W I 

(tt) ^ ^ Zfif^ % 1^ 3ITi^ ^19 t ^ 

391 ^ ait ^ 3RB9> 9^ ^ ^ %9T 

'*ti'<fM I ^ % fi«biti«t>alaft %f^di'm 
% yicMH ^ I ^1559 citfin/ % 

Ni<*>(^tl cTFRT ^ 1ct9R 1^ ^ ^ tM'yD^rxwi 9PT^ ^ ^ 

^ 3R59 fen f% ^ nrft ^ 995 fe^ n|f t afl^ ^ ^ ^ 
nr 9i^ ^ ^ fer «n ^ 30 ^ 2010 % ^^ittfer yfdw ^ 
* 1 ^ Tm 9T I <4€j('i ^ FF9TRT '^1 Acjlcrfl % 

^ ^ aiHn “fe ^ ^ ^ fenmn fer i 9? W9?ff ^ x^ ^ 
zfife fe axjijfe nx 1^ ^ ^ gfei^ ngSt 

tii'cmaft %fe^ ^ I ^ ^ fen ^ % ft«hRid 

1%^ ^n^9T^ ^gjJI ^\’«maff %i^ ^ ait ^ 5f9iH9) 51 ^ an^ 5 ^ 1^9T ^ 
i d<y^K 95X 9n 3mT9, citt^i/aiddl^ri % ^ ^rnm 
3n9J^^^fent I 1^fet|^ 5]C9 zfe^ 9n 31W9J ^ 

% 'hK^t aftx x^<t» a^gnt^n ^9T 

% 9OT ^ Wf9?ff zfe^ aigiflfe n9 ^ 5^ t I 

9 n iR^cffe:^ 3^lt nr fex t 1 

(xi) ntj ^ fe^ M ^5ifeT^ nmF9 gfeiafi %fe^ ^ ^ ^ 

9^ ^ 7,45 9Jd? ^ ^ yi+dH wfer t ^ ^ ani^ ai^ra^ 

I 5 ^zfee%i^aTH?P^ hmMhI ^fefe 

dT»m % 5% 9n i^fe ^ OTm 9n yichdn afti wm 3^=9 

% 3TdT9T anijiv^ ^nfei "t 1 

9 ^ ^jfe 9 ^ n9;s 11^ «t?Tn^ ^ % WTF9 nr^ 9 ^ afk 

t^fefen TCI cWdd ^ ^fedi %fe^ ffe fe^ TC 
tte, nrfej ^ ^ RWd 9^ % fe^ ^ ^ 51^ 3RTd9i 9it 
fen m ^ 9 ^ 9% aigiftfe m ft ai^99T feW % fer dro 
y9id9>5nTxsT^fen tct ntm, 3ITCT9»5Tn^’^t^^fe^9n 
anijFe tftnj 1 1 fe9 ^ ^im ^ ^nfei fe^ tc 7.45 9>d^ 

99 md9 iti fejfe fei ^ ^ m99T % fe^ f 9t zHtc 

% fe^ 31WT fe^ TC ^ fel I 

iti ^7TCfeni%ar^Rnft HHicjJiIdl ^ aicjd1<+H fe^anijFs 
cK^n^ti an^ ait^ 9^ , cit Tft^i^d afk ^ ^ 

9^ 9^ ) 1^. % aTcn9T 59 dWdd % fe^ ^ ait ^ y9id9> ^ 
-fen^9>diait ^ 99i fer i fte TOgni , fe# afti ^ % 
fe^ TCT-'^9>m nFT99j nmPT XTI99T ^hc 1«9 99^ % iel^ 9t^ 
xsT^ fe^ 97^ 99 Win ^i?-fe9n9KTfait 5^ ?t9T 999T f I ^ an^ 
9? *ft 3Rgcf fen t ^?9T^ fe^ 91^ % 1tan9cT 9TC ^ x^ '{JdcfT 
o9cR3n % 7??7 tf ^ ^ ^ MTC9 nT99T % feTO % fex ^ 3^ ^ 
3rTCi9i ^KT ^ xft ^ % fe^ 7.45 9,it^ ^.ar^Txnft ^nfei fer i 
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^ ’ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ft 3?Fn % ^ 

% 1^3TTft1^’3m’I ft^^Ta’4^ 

ffft^ % sT^rmr ^ ftofk ^ % ^roi 

’ft^ ft ftt ^ ^ 3Ri^ ^ TOT’itm ^ ^ I s;^ zfftro 
^nj ^ oZTZT OWf?!^ 7.45 M5‘^H ft» 

ftt^ 1^ m, 3R3(flTOT / w^lroft % 3TTtm ^ ^ ’sit ^ 
ITTO, ’n^ 3ftT il&HvHd % ?TTfft^ fen t, 3nTOftl 
% ^rm ft> ft 1ft^R '^ncii ^rft ’tt 30k ft 
ft^I ^ % ’B^-fejTH^ fe % TOn 5rTO^ ^ feft feft^ gfer 
Hft ^iT’TT ’T^cTT f eft f^ld ^ ftt ^ sfk ^ sft ^ 3RTrT^ ^[TU ftftti 

TOT t afft ^ 3TTO ’T^, m 3T’’TO ft TOftfe TTTOT 3TftfeT?n TO 
«£ift» 3T2ftft^ JRh> ^ i^^i ’STT^nr I 

(^) 'jfed % fe^ ciMia ^ iftror fttft fer "I: 

> chlft^^dTH : 

(i) HrferfeWcTO^: 

tft’P MMWh ft zfftro ftTfej ?TTfel fej ’TT’ ftfe TO 

l^^dl ^ 3ftT 3T^<r1K ftt^ <if<KI Ril^d dl^lcl JJichfdCl «hHI 
%\ l^lfe TO % TOftn feR fe^ ft MH^iH ft fefe ’T^ 

^ TO^t ^ ftt t I inft^ % 3T3FR ftfe 3^ ^ 

^cRTT TOPfer felT ’Snro I ftt ^ ^cTRT Xl«t)l?lel fel^d dl'lel ^ 
3nTO3 ^ fefe’n ft ^?TkT t I 

(ii) 3nTOTTOeT : 

3nTOT wm TOJfer ^ ^ ftt ^ ^TO feK Ito ^ 

3feeT%fe M\*\iiiU ft fefe ^Mcwyil €r fe^ ^ % 3T3?TRt I 
ftt 3ft T^ nrH % fer. “5^ ^ ft ^ 3i •left Ism ^ % fe^ 

’fti ft 3RTO fell ^ ftt ’jft % fe OT’^eftfe ^ 3TT| 3ft TT^ 
^T^ %TO "fe ’JTlft ^ 3RTO ft 3fR ^^rfej WTcT TOTO ft 

iiiilftd 3 ftf fen ft I 

(iii) iftfe TOeT : 

Iftfer *^Mfl dHiei Iftfer % 3>d ft> 5% nn "fen ^rien ft ^nron 
TOcT H\M^U ft fefftn % 3T3?TK 1 

^ ijfe^nftTOTT; 

3^HJP3 ftft’TT Tnft#T % 3T3^ ^ w ft^ ^ ’^ift’Tcr TOeT ft ^TTfe 
ft ^feWTOeT 3fk^%^TOftfeift’nft^^TOeT^ftft^^ 
vft ftfe^ ^ 3TjHlRd ’pncT TOeT ft Tmfe ft ^ ^ 

feWTO^ftjTOftft’^ffefefer I fe%fe^3T-^nrfe 
^ ’^Ife TOcT ft ^nfe ft ’^ffe TO<T 6909.99 

g?5n ^ % fe^ cTsn 795.56 HRsI ^’Tft I 
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(^) ^ Mot 42,000%^ TOE % 

4 fe? ^ Mf Em ^ ^ 3^1 mn 

t I ^ % cMIe ^ ^ 

^WcTF mr yfc|d i 

(15) 3TTf art ^ ^ f^. % aiJHR 

3 TjqiRd ^^ftEcT cipm mi arcfjf^H Mn t 
2008 Mr m ^ Mff ^ j¥w^ , Ms, mi ?jfE mE m i 
gfl ^ fm ^ ^TcmfiRT ftsrt Em ^ w M 
^ Tj^TEif % mR EE 3Ef^OT Em aracR TOTR 
% OTtM 3Em^ 3RgE Mn mfm rr y f^l ^RiE # 

I Me 313^^ % mm^ e^. i\. ?. ^ ^ -fef^OT 

3TTf^ 5R3E f^rM % WR , mm % 

^ 3Trf^ % ^yi^M WR % 3TT6hdH EE 3?mER I ^ ^ 

^ ft mt.^.'^. % 3T?Rq ^ ftftr Emr % M 3RmE ^ 
Meet ftm m , et^ ftm t i wi M E^.Et.?. ^ eee 
3ngcr ftm, ^ftq ^ e^ msM TT?m M m i mtfin Em 
^TSRE Sm % 3 tie:^ tfeM mm 3 tterr % ^grm m Em 
ETeM TI^ % Tim mnftE ERR t | fEM 3ET ^ EftEcfE 
Eit.^.'^. ■^, Ef ftftR m: 1 $= 46.70 ^ ^ 

WI 3 rEftEm^mETT^Mlt I 

^K[ ^ E^ feftr Em EEERE err 3TimER EE 3 EEJMeRT3T[ ^ 

E^EftE ftm t ft E^ 3TRVEE>dl E5^ ET ftrft ^ ^[ 3TTE5TR EE 
Mft#T/E4^OT ^ E ee ^ i ^ ee %e^ riee 

ET ETJR ERET f I Etf ^ E? 3^ ^ ^ ft M ^ ER EEEET EE ^^flEE 

HPR tT Meet ftm t i ^ rt^e err si^jrt ee 

^EEETT ftEfI 3flT ^ ^ TftE ftmT ftm I 

(^) ai^mM tfjfte ERR 172965 ERE t I ^JET ^^frOE ERR ^ 
9591 ERE EE^ '^TEE |[ftlT % fftr | MeE 7312.39 ETRsT E^. 
^ imr/^ 3Tr etri % M ^ 2278.6i ere eM T?;Ef ^ ^ 
^ftRftrrMImmtl 6909.99 ere e^. e 4 % mz ^ftn % 
ftg Em 795.56 ERE E^ EFjf % Hr f | 

(^) IMHr ^ % etM % Hr g^ET err % 3M~ sM ^ i 4^dm % 
Hr 16% EtftftE ftm t I miftdN % Hr 3 r: 3 t^ Tft ^ 

^TTT ^ 3 Tt gEI ^EE! % Hr 1169.98 ERE eM ^ ^ 

% ^ERT % Hr 364.58 ERE eM eHeHr ftm t I 3R 37t Tft ^ % 
^ W ^fm 5^ % Hr 1105.60 ere ¥. Em m 4 ^ % Hr 

127.29 ¥. t I 
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(vi) cTPT?!; 

(^) 3TRfeT % 1^ >iwifi<l 19 ^4^ ^ sflT 2.5 

^ ^ 3T5rt^21.5 

fen«ni 3rf^ % 1^ «mi*^ y4>iJiH sfk ^ 

^1^ % #TT^ fttrifel 2.4 ^ '3WrJT TOT??l ^ 

MxiMH ^|jT fen ;iTTOT 1 ^ ^ ^ fe 

«fl CTO fel TO 3fK ^ ^ % STRR ^ TOjfel fe^ Wm TO 
TO I 3ife fittfer to 4 ^ % 20% ^ ^ ^ «TO fer 

TO 31^ 3.8%TO^TOTO^feT fe%fe^ MhWhI ^ P^lRcl 

^ fe^ cfTO TOJfef fen ^tot I i 2.5 

3?^^ ^TO 20 % arsrfn; 3.8 
■^TO(, ^ fef % ^ ^ TOT ferfe fe^ ^ 

ywrfe t I 

3Tfe 3RTO ^ ^ TOR TO 

feicft WTcf TO feiTO, fe^ vm, few feiTO afk arnt 
TOT % ^ 3T3TOR n^fe^TOT^^TOTn^ 31TOf TO ^ ^ 
1^TIT| TOH f I TO^ % fer 30 ^ 2010 % TOfe^ 

^f ^TOT 3^^[^ ferFTO ^ Of^ nr fef^ ^ 3ft^ <{Im ^tI^TcT 
ferTO^TO5={t^^^«TOT^TTTOT t I 

feeft TOTO TOFfer TO[^ % fe^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^jfe ^ 6.17 I ^ TRn ^ ( % T3rn 

- 3TT^^nife^t 1 TO^f^TORTTOTfe t 1^ 
# 5Rfef 3Rr feft 

TO^fe 2009-10 

R.h)<! fe^ TO nRjfef i^'Jicil dMin 6.87 "I I 

(T?) I^rfe mMmM m 1% % ^ ^ TO#rw toto to wm 

3flT ^nfe 3fk 1^ 3HTO»i1 nr 2% ,TOfc[?f^ ii fefe % 

3T3TO fecT 1 to nftrof^ % ^tnr toto 3T^ i % ^ 

mferl I 

(n) M I ^Hd lTO TO I^FTOft 3fk TOITO ^7 MR^hldd @ 

13.91% ^T5^t cftfe/ 3R^frfln TOTO^ 3fR arfelTO 3TOTOT %fTO 
10.34% , TOR, WT| 3fk tp^ toR 3nf^ % fro 3.34% t ^ 
^TOT HRlHHl^^il ^ ^Pl41 % 1eR TOnft 3T1^RJTOT ^ ferfRd ^ 

% 3T3TOi^^ Wit 3fk t 1 

ft^ nr ^ ^ €tTO TO^iTOi ^ 1.63% t I ^R4t3Tftifen% 

3T3TO TOllsIHI TOI^ % 3TRTO ^ TORt % ^ 

1.63% t I TOnft 3Ti^TlTOT % ^ ^ ^ 

^ t I 3RT irsR ^ ^ ^ ^ ,TO^ 
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% fl3 'R ‘iT'giw 3.34% m mfed t ,5j? 'r % in 

^ ftsTOT aiRfir t I ^ # 
?Jn^r BTOI ^ ^ Hj^^W 3.34% ^ ^chRitl t I 


VSR®I 'R 4158 ?TO ^.% BFm 'R q ft4>l^d qR;n 

’fli%15)3l^| PlrftR iiohi^I , 


(^) Z.Stroijft^iRa^ 19 tTO^ 3 i^^'R^ftRRIT 3 ira>f^ 

tl 4 li 2010 % 30^ R. ?IiR/33/2007-?fWI;^t i[ JB HiUrr u i 
SRI 3gii% till tor % 313RR gpi^ % ^ ^ ^ gf^ ^ 

iri^ ^ % #1^ 29,65,482/- - 5 :. ^ St ^ 'ft ^ S^ftfel TOTR ft 
3Tmi4i «n 1 

'51^^^ 'R snsfttl ^cR;, WRtff ijjft ft; flui Iftqffta St % 1/3 'R 

t I SRTR ft Mfts »i|i 1%R!n 'ft^ ^fft % f 

^ ^ I RRnft % Rs*f ft tn SR fft?R ft 31R 

Rpfsftft^ ft: simR 'R (ft^cn sjul^m s^ft % gft ^ 

■TtntRftfti ft ^ftteR fftRT 1ft;^ RRBi/1 ftHft ft; a^j^ntt, ^IftR 

ftti Sltt 313^ tIRSfiST t I ftl^ ft Rliso’lld fftRI 11 ft: ^ TR 

'I’*"*' Mitral ^ Rails t' 3 ft%'ftiSRTRTSRSI«FTS?rfI 1 ftR 
RT sftr spfesirft 'Sift ijjft ss s^, sft, fti|f ss Iftjifw aulft 
^'ifttsnaft SRT Ifti^i ansT i jfk iftRn fimsii, ft^si 'isss 3 r^ 

tfttns^l , ST^ RRRR ft: Hr Hn JR ftft 3 TRsft 1 ft: Hr S? R^R f 
3 i 3 s<f I 

tRSSft Rjfsftftt "R ft:?t Sfcl ft; Rg IftRR RT Ift'ftR ^ aS SrS fttft 

Rt vft rH Iftift aHf ft: ^qftR ftftft;,! ^ 

tfttfs fej Ri^ RR St SRft gtRs rH ?i rH SRI ?n?ftR ft iftiJ JR'ast 

^ Rt snsftR ^/RgT IftRR TR Iftiftw ftRR Rift s^ ft: ftl^ ft auftss 

ft Rft^ rr:?rst rH I I suft: 9 2010 ft: rr SRi 'tlR RftRRi jIrisir 

Rft R? Hirr ftRf 1 sR 7 SR Rft 1 ft; Rjft ft^ fttf ft RRisr anftsR % 

Hr RRI ^ Rt Sti ft: Ift^fR RRJft 3lHRlft JlTJfstfR SrR ftRR HrR 
RIR I SR Irrr ft; Hr sIHr ^ ftft sr: tRRR^ ft ^ fft^ I ^ 
IftRR Rt SR ?S Rr: R>t| ^31 Rijfstfs sir Iftsift ft; Rat'S rih fts. 'it >111 
IftRiRT RiRftlis Ritft ft; Hr tft Jft ^ SRI 3 i 3 Rft irsRfI ft: Hr sigiilft 

ftll I 

RI^ ^ RRwf ft; Hr 30 JS? 2010 ft; aitHiR; atsiR ft; sij^t ^ 

Jnsi Rjff % ftiR ft SnsftR tJSRi ^ IftjRRR RRR RRT | I 

(vii) (r;) RFf#i%HRRftsnJisft; i%RtjriRftftra1ftRRnft^Ri^ftRi% 

Hr rrmh tiFis siftHml 1 


•I pilWRUi 



[m in—4] 


’'TO ^ 
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(^) ^ % TTtftq ^ ^ 1^TiW ^ ^ cTTO afk ^5^ wm ’ir ^ 

^ ai3m WRT1% ^ yi4>(^d f%?n ^ ^ i armn 

m ^ % 1^ ’TT 3;g^OT bto 14.07 ^ 3fl^ ^ 

^ ^ 0.47 ^rrer ¥. sfk ^ ^ 0.47 ms 

I ^ 1^ ^ It ^ ^ ^ % 1^ 252 ms 3fk ^ ^ % 

1^ 6.00 cTn§ xiohi^d "f^v^T ^ | ^ ^ ^ tjTecn 

^ 3R^ l^<4i ii'Wif^ci zW»nrl ^ «ri^ chll^H 

t ga^nriR) t ( ^ sit ^ ) i 1^4 ^ 2008-09 

srk 2009-10 ^ ^ sit t % 1^ ^it^ to ^ 

S 13 ^ TOR ??. 3.54 sitr 3.94 ^ ^ 3IRJR? % 

1^;^ sij^OT ^nw ^ yi4)dH ^ t 1 ywiRd ^ % 

^ '4^15 ^ ^ % ^TOT ^ ^ y i4>Icld i^RT f fe ^ iWicrl S 

diRch ^ ^ 0.42 Rte^H ^ m, 0.674 #1^ 

^gf^Tte%ft^sni mi^d fen % 

^sit 3i^icR> ^ui 10,000 ^gf«R> 41d<, ^<S'J| t^<^i 'JiHt ^ I 

TT^ ftjm ^ t ftj ^ ^ ^ ^ % 

S7RRT ^sit tt ^>Nld4> ^ ^ ?TT1IT ^ ^ sitT 

■^’icrl %f^ ’^jftw sfk Sig^^RT SR^ 3RT % 

I ^ ^ip<ci 12 41<:^ ^ ^ in^ ^ 

srft^ fs^, ftsTTO sm ^ mmi #n i 

s^TO^ % 1^ ^ 3.2, ^ 

SK sroftd sd^^ HTOt^ ^ % 1^ ^ ^nftrwi % 1 cr sn^n^ 
t I wf#if xf f^tcT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

o^rawsff SK ^ ^TddT t I 

dti ^ ^ ■^’^4)<ui % srmR ’tt ^ ^ i 4>Rid 

Sfg^^ ciMici ch<ai ■’I I 

^ ^ €t ^ sig?^ ^ ^ ^.60/- ^gf^ 

ito: t ^ ^ ^ d dt^ ^ ^ ^ 52.5/- ■^.dt. 

sfk^.58.5/- ^.ift. % 'diwld4> gfe RFTd RT STOltd t I iti 
^ ^ 3n^JdR ^Rdfdd^ 3Tf^ Srmiftd % ^TOT ^ 1^ 
f I 

(n) 4>i44><n!H % ^r #ft t\ ^ ^l^ft rto qr ^ rto ^ 

@i%^sfk @3.34% fen t ^ chi4cbd i M 

% 1q^ ^ RTO qr t I ^ m\s % fqqW qr yi^hldd sig^^ 
TOTd 1% qr t TOlIdd ^f^Hd % 1^ gr^nf^d ^ TcR % 
mm qr sig^w mm mm ^ ^ qiqjfcTd ti 

qRfeWi % s^gHR ^ TOTd % 1% qr q^i^q tor Iqqf^ # % 
qror qft^qqf^ % q^f’^ 4tqT ttSt sr^flrd 13ih % qqoq 

hR^\Q ^ %i^ dt gfdTO ^ ^ 1^‘4^d q^’ fen ^ ^TdRii 
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^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fri: 37^ 

^ ^ tte % TT^ ^ cnfej 

TRT^ 3^^f^chcil %f^ 4t^TT % ciHid ^ 

fii 'ciK I 


^ fell W71 % 1^1^ ^ ^ % 3Ti^ tte 

^Kl ^ “Hhi qTFTtT ^d ^ ^TT^ 4»i4'+)(r1lH 

^ 1% t ^ yil^^(ui OT 31^41 Rd t i 

^dFM cjiwl4<4> 3^T5F| % 3TmR ^ 3TdFT ^ ^ yi^hldd ^ % 

wn ^ ftrik ?rpRT ^ ^ 313 ^^ wm 1 % ^ yi^hfed t ! 

3H^Th T'TS l^fd % 3 h^^k, ^ ^l^ld ^ 1 % TT crilMd ^ 

«hl4«hdlM ^ ^ cTFRT ^ @ 3.34% , ^ 

^ ^ TRT^ 3i 4%^ % iiHic+)H % %CT wm yi'^^ldd 

^ Wl, m ^ 1%2IT WT f I 

W 3RFT ^ ^ «:2IH ^ ^ TO t ^ 3Tq^ tte ^ % ^TT4#fi % 
3.6 4 11^ iT^ % 144^ ^ % 1^ ^ ^frlVTOiT 

^TOFTT ftoft t, ^ 37TJB^ tftTJ %q 4^[dd ^ WT to44to ^ 
% 411^fFf% 4 ^ ^ fro 11 

(viii) % 3TmR 4t 4t ^ 31^ tte ^i44t 14 tot 

4^i4feT 14^?n t 3fR ;3F^ ijob yfdidly 3T3^jn^ -14 t t 

^ i^3fR4t34TT^TOT%1^W %T 4 ^ ^Tf4d^ 
TTTO 3 t 4%TOT 2535.06 t 1169.98 ^TRI ^ to4to 

*1^ didd ^ 34^ 1365.08 crH<a ^. % 4444d 31^ldH dl'ld 
^ 16% TO4t^1^ t I 

^ ^ TO 41 ^ TOT ^TcR 4^ 4 I.N<rd 3T4f^TTOT 

755.57 ^1(3 t ^ 364.58 ?TR^ ^. 4 y wf^d didd 34 t 
390.99 dP3 ^. % 444^ 3RTO TOTT ^ TO4t ^ 16% 14to t I 

(^) ^T4<4d % 313 TO 3mR 4 ^mrftd 144 ^ ^ tr^ 

3T4f^rTOT ^ 95% 34c-1414^ ^rro ^ 3 t4 5% t 1 

MmWh 4 f^tjIftcT ^ % 3T3RR 4=h[4ld ^ ^ 347 4^ 

1TOTT37 41 34 TO W 4 TOleld ^ TRR 3l414rTOT ^ 95% 
3i^if4d ^r 4 %f4r^ 41 41 ^ 4 71 ^ 1 41i 4 37 R ^4| f414v 

"SHTR ? I ^ ^14d "diT^ 14 t 4^TTd Sd4 ^ 37i4chdM TTOPT 

IWto t 347 313^ TO ^ %f^ -51221 ^ 4 741f f 4 
^T7% TO 441^d 414 4 ^ ^ 4 TOT ^ 14wm t, 41^ 4 to#tct 
TRT d 3T4fiTTOT % 5% -ST^ll^d ^^7% TO 14 to^ 4> ^ 4 toI 

^>74 44eTXi; 3Held 4^TO "SITO 14^lRd ^ TOT I^^IT I 7TTO ^ 4 

3n"^(dd TTTO 374ftTTOT % 3F^ 3TOT 4TOd 3mR Id^lfRd ^ % 41^ 


I -M »WH( 
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% ^ ^ t ^ W % 3Tf^ ^ 

ficiKch % ^ ^ y^Tcl Wl ^ ^Is^l ^ ^ 

¥1^ ^ ^ii4^PiBT ^ ^ ^ ^ i 

T^ ^ ^ W T!^ ^^idd WC ^ 

f^'MI 'Jim ^ ^ 1% Hlcrl, ^ dPf'I<?l % «1I5^ ^ 

37T| 3Tt ^ OT 3TIH? ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^Hl'tlRcl 1%^ 'Jll^.^ll 1 

('H') ■iHi'+'lO cT^ ^TTBT {c^<Htrl 3tk ^ 3Tt 1^ % 

^HcINI ^ 3^1^, 3ilT 3ttl! ^1^1 3ik 3^ cT^ 'Jlcl^^M 
■^W% ^HTR^ “SHTR % 60% ^ 3Tf^ B 

ft3^Wcfl P^lfld ofTRT t 1 

3Tt W 3TOK ^ ft3TTO %f^ ^ | 

3fk ^ ^ «2rR ^ t I 3.42 T^iT ^ ^ XT iqi: 

'f^/^ft 3T^ X^ XITH ^Ql<< 3i^«^criaH '^TT^^IWr % 3nW iTIeT 
^ ^ 2408.31 FTX3 ¥. % mfrlB 31^%^ %&T3; 
^ 3H^ %feftT 70.49 #n xjfr xft^ ^ WT^ 53.96 
3if^B^%1^8ni iti ^ ^PRirf^ai 3^^^^ ^ ^ t ^ 

1^xn| t Xifr 3R^ WFJRT ^ M 

x^ Tft ^ %f^ T^ ^ 3^3^^ ^ 52% 352986 

3lf^ ^ TXsTT Xift ■^tnr 3ft^ ftsTWrf ^ OTf^ ^ TXsTF trT I 

0.68 X^ ^ xft X]r ^ lif^lfed X^ xft ^ 3 T3^^4 % 

3TmR XR 755.57 BflXsT ^ TOjf^ TT^ 3T^f%^ %1^ 

^^Rici 5t<n BX ^ 140.54 3rf^ BB %f^ sflt xn^T 
%f^ 84.32 ¥. -sriB Bq t ^ ‘SRI yWlftd 161,20 ^ B^ 
^ 3fk 96.72 ^. TTI^ BB X3Tt a<{i<( %fcIR ^ I 
(XI) ^ ^ ^ ywil^d Bitftn ^ % 3TrarR tx, ^ ^ Pwui %i^ 
3l1^ 3^tel XTO, 25000 B^ xn^ % TiTeRnq ^ X^tfrl w 
% 3TTXTK VTBRXtT M TO % XTTOr %f^ 3 1^^ 

3X^f^ ii<rciici Wf I 

^ ^/xft 3Tt X^ TO %f^ Xft xft ^ ^ »ir4iP>d 3I3<|)ddM 
^ 25% 0.85 I^F^R BB XT^^ 1%2IT ^ 3 1^ % 

3T^ % ^ ^PTK 3TT^5^ fm I 25% 

^ xjjX xt)^ ^ 1^ t I P:^Ir^ 3?^ ^ W? 

^ 1^ % fexx XTSRq ^ IR 1^ ^ % %T xf^ ^ XT^ ft 

TO 3ftR(H ftft % ftx^ t|ttt I d4H-di XXXftf ^ BX 3ism % 

1.5 3flx 2 ^ % 3ITXIR XR ijfdiPd ft^ I cf^^RIX WT XXTR %ftx^ 

( WT ^ ft?) 3lf^ ftr, BB % ftxi 5.40 3fk 5lf^ ftr ^ BB 
^ XrlR %ftxT 8.09 ^., 3RT^ ^ ftff % ft(T ^ 3^^ 

1^3lftBB%'^ 10J9F. 3IX< f l ftd 1W I 

xi)i xj^iftd ^rf^ XRXSf 3ix)ft-4idl xf WRri! % ftxx ^ 

xft ^ ywiPd xjf^ itottt 3rxnx xft xmtftr ft^ t 3ftx wr 
X^ % ftxrxmtftB xraiBTT 5nTTX ftl 5lfB BB ^ Wl X^ % Rpr 
% ftR 7.42 t 1 xIBF^ XXl^ ^ BX , xlt xft ^ ^ TOlPd 
3Rrtft ^ XXI^ ^^IRT TO i 





36 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


(ix) 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ 1698.44 ctm ^ 

t ( 1105.60 ¥. ■qsF ^ H 16% 592.84 

cW elTO ) I ^ ^ ^ TFil^ 

174.84 cTPI ■^. m 5n<=h&<l t ( 3raf?I^ 127.29 cTTH 
elTO ^ 16% ^ ^FRft 3fk 47.54 rira y^ldW HFRT ) 1 

^ ^ FT^ mK, 3TT^ ^ 

3Ti^RJ^ % T3^FT ?r^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Tl RcjR^d 

5 ^ 1^ WT t I 3F^ ^ ^ ^ ?TT| 

aifctTT ^ ^ ^ 3ntoiui wri % feR ^ 

^ 31311 ^-SR fern w I 

^ ^ ^ 3TK ^ 1,300 Z^, ^ Njjd^nl % ^ 29250 3^ 4t ^ 
% 1^ 18180 t 1 ^ ^ W 11% 3 ^ 2007-08 ^ 2009- 

10 ^ % 1liR ^ 7]^ 4t 3it % 3fter ^3 tt^ 

21200 ^ 23700 ^ % TcR ^ t I ^ tT 80,000 ^ 

^ ^ % sild^Hl ^ afk mRc|<(h % 1^ ^ t( 60% 

FTTL^ ^ Xift 3Tn ^ 48000 ^ 311^ I vjj«|f^ ^ 

3fR 3ft X^ xjIcI^TH! ^ 3fl<HcH ^ 3TR ^ 29250 ^ f%^IT ^ I 

^ ^ It ;^t ^ ^ ^ WT ^ ^ 

1^ t 3flT ^ 311^ t I ^'g,dH ^ 

^d4Hl ^ 3ft 3TK ^ ■‘^c|^|4dl Mi m muk^ t I Xi^ xff ;3ft 3^ 

^ % idR xft xfl;^ % m 3IT^ 3Td^ ^ t I Xft^ xyir 

3^HcR ^Id’MM /^ ^ 3ft 3m ^ ^ ^T#RT 311^ 3ft oaj^^ | 4d l m 

smTift^i t 3fk Tt^ 1^ mi 3TcTmxi 3 t™ m Mx ^ i 

Mi Mi/ xft 3ft xr^ 3TdmxT %f^ (T^ 3rd^4R ^ ^ 50% 3ttX X^ xft :3tt 
% 52% t 3it Mi xTTd % xstfT % 1^ 3m4t 4t3RT3ff m isrg^ 

M ^ 3fR x^ ift 3ft Tm % Mi 3^t| 3ff ^ x^ ^ 3^t^ m 3TmTR<T I 

I ^ m?i wc ^ mm ci^ R3imcT % Tm^ mm m Mk 1%xit 

mn I 

^^wxft 3fcTmT % 1^ 3tf^ 3ft 3m ^ 51% TO % 1^ 1.421 m gxm ^ 

ft ^ m?T 3flT cT^ 3Fn!TRt % %1XT 0.852 3ft XJ3R^ 3%%TO1 ^m?ft T§r4 

% tdXi TO 3ff q% 5TmT%cf %^TOxft 3Td^H/ cT^ 'dd'MH % 1dXT 

5I%3ft3m^51%X%4 1.42^. M 0.86 ^ m | 

mft ■c|<rH «{j 4 ^ 3itT % rnimi «ll4 ^ X!^ RiRicrl m 5IWl%d 

%>4t miTi mm TT3im 3T4%m>cTT m3ft ^ <si4 %ixi 31 % % <+>k«i 60% 1f3TRi?T 
M %TO XT^ 3TOH M I mitlmT miTO % 3mTK mM 

% fd^, ^ m?T 1.968 5t% 3 ft 3m ^ 51% TO f 3ft 4% ^mXT TOTlfmi 1.94 

51% 3ft 3m <ft 51% 4<i[ % ^ I 

^ <i%H<n %%TR ^ TOT % %^cl irff^dH 3 Rgdil«h-II TOU t I 
(x) gr^ mmmT ^ %^mTTxft ?%% 3Tq^ 3ig^Tfi mfro %mT 
t ^ 3 rt Mi iM/%3ft d%Heil % mro ^ ^TOT % m^ ^ 3ffe t 
i ^ 5<WI%d irftTO! mt%R 11% ^ % mro ft %?ltftcT 

itRtot ^ ^ 3te I I ‘ii^ ’ ^ iiRtot micT M 'M ^ftx ^inld^ to %m 
TO I ‘ 3 ft 3m ^ mro ^rttroi %mTR % toft 3 ft 3mi^ m dig^l, 
?Xl%m l^m^t 31ci^i %13% ^^T'Xd xi% "^^t I 


pimiMM 


[W\ III— 
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(Xi) ^ ^ ^ ^ M ^f^f^ % ^ t 

^ 2005 % Hi'feln t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cT^ <^jfT4><«i, ftarFm ^*, ^rrar %feiT l^ipH^ % ^ 4 ^ ^ 
^ n^ Ri*Hc 1 %f^ ^ ^ ’TT^,3Rld+ ^ wff ^ 

^ i% 2 n ;5Wte ^ 'SRT^ •q^ a^K^q %ii[ ; 5 qq^ t»p}Hd 
3RTd^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ 

^ 3TKV, 1 ^ ^ ^ cRT ’cftj ^ 

?TTftH ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ni^Rn^ ^ 3?3iftfer 
3Tqp5^ tft^ 313^ 4 l^tifftci Timpq ^ % 3^3?m ^ i 

(xii) ^ 3^^^^/13.75% 

fen I ??i% 

WT ^ ^ 2% fer ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fefe 3T^ tte 

^ 373^ fer I fer % ^ TOfe 3 Ttnj % ?feT ^ ?T^, ^wn- 

^ ferfftcT ^ ^flfe t nm xr^ ^ "rt t 1^ ^ 

^f^[feT fen ^ nrf^ infen ^ tt^ fef, feqnn ^ ^ ^rfejfe fen 
^ nsn ?mf ^ ^ fer w^, nr 3n=n anmftn gfersrt 

% '=hKW[ t Tft ?«f nr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ni^ an^ 

aqq^ nm^ ^ 1 W Tnfenn 3 ^ 3 ntfe fen t 1 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ % 3ifn fer/3qfen %fe '.^HdM 

100 # n^ ^ ^ % WRft ^ u^ n^f fen ^imnTT 1 ^ ^^nnn tt!^ 

loon'll ^ NchK iJWN TWT 3r£rid«h ^ arfein fer ^ n 
T^^fer^uftrioo^^ ^1 ^ wTF^i ^fif ^ ^ ? 3 m 
fefftn ^ «ft afk ^rf^fer fen 1 

^ W wfr fefftn t ^twri ^ (i) ^ 3 m ronfe ^feft 

^§fe ^ ^ ^ ?Rf fer ^ f wfe ^ fer 

w I 

(xiii) ^?tfe ^ ^ ^ MWife ^ 1 T^ 2 Tf ^ ^/Tft 3 T^ x^d n:^ T^ ^ 
^ ^ ^nfer ^nn ^ t fe^n niRi^) ^ ^ ^nnfe fen 

t I 

(q^) ^ ^ aiT^f ift 3Tt 5nTK gxsn ^ ^ ^ 

■^nnf sidK^ % «h»-HlRi<i <^cji %fe^ n^mn ^ fennn % 

nT?nc 3 Tfn ot nifen, ^ 3 fe %fe fn:^^ n^nw, nr ? n^TF H 
afiT f^rfen n^ ■gnr n^mn ^ ^ rrtUn ^ ^ an^, ^ ^ 

^ ^vjjl ^ wrf dliJ'i, y^id^b 3n^fe mz v^ an=n f^fe 
TOTin^7^^x^^feft^ftnnR%aTiftn3q4fen^fe^f 1 

(^) 3^^ mz aniHtfin ^ ht^, an^ 3 ^ 

an^ f%fe , ;5i\ 3Rld4> 3RT ^ ^xnK ^ feft 37 ^ ^ptr % 

^ few ¥n ^ fen nnr f, ■differ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^xrr zx i 





38 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part HI— Sec. 4] 

^ ^ ^ armi % ^ ^ aft ^ 

^ arferf 31 ^1^4 

^ %f^ aft^ ^ iWHd % anf aft ^ % 

ft ^ ft ftt ^ % ^MI-d<U| %f^ WI^TT^ 

'Slcrl^ %fcIR an^ aft ftl ^ ancri®^ i4>^i ^TTRn I 

13.1. Rift#! % ^ 2.8 % arm ^ ttftF v^ ft, «ft^ gf^i gftt 

(^f^ ftt an^) ft % 60% ^ ^ ^ ft-<cs ^ % 1 w\^ 2008 aft^ i % 
ft arift^ ift ^jfTRRT I ^^ft^%T ^ftm F ^^ l fdd W | 4)-4H «nNi 'jngnT 

aftc ^hi'mIRici 1%ft ^ tfftF ^ % 1 aift^ ft a 7 T|^ ^ % 3 i Rift Ti^ ^i^tT i 

1^ ft, a^^l^ tfftF ftWTT ft feft y-ciHd HFTcI ^ ^ RFR aft^ ^ 

^ >ii°fcn ^20ioftfttftt^ ^ftft^%aigRK I ^ ^igf^ ^ 11% 

^^ft 1 aRdd 2010 % ^ ft ftt anl T^^nfei %f^ lEr^ 

Id^lRd ^STRT t I 

13.2. iTFWft % 2.9,1 aft^ 2.9.2 ft l^^rfftcT 'SRfR ^Tlt^ ^T^Rr! €l g^aiR 

% T?ft aigjft% ftlidd ^ afti o^RFsnaft % ^OTR ^ afttig^ ^ 

1^ 3N(«n«t) Tfftnr, ^ ^ ^ ft^ ^ 

^ aft^ftft?R,i963 ^ «nTT 48 % aRiftcT aiftfer t i 

13.3. 3.8.5 % aig^ % TqfNRq ^ 

33dT (ft ^ fftisR 5nf^<^i % 3Rgd afft faft ^ 

iftar I 


13.4. TftftftiRTafi % ^ 1^ ft ^ ft I I M^ l d4> 

^ ^ ft iif5 ^l^yl/ftaiRcT ^FTR ft aft P^Mlf^d ^ ^ | I 

13.5. fftift ■JRT^Rft ^ 5nf^4><u| 'gm fftftfecT IftRT 

I ft^ ^ gR ^ I^RTFfcI fftc^ m ^ 3l7f^cb<y| ^ ftft 1%^ 

aftr iftftOT ^ft%T ^ ^ ftsi tft^n ^sfigm i ftift 3 Rrr?[ % ^ 

t ftt ft^ ftaiFRT ^ oJT^^aft % amiK m «hird4 ftr^ ^ gKi afg | %d ^ 

I 

13.6. TC 5RRR % IftiTT^ ^ wift ft 15 M % aF^, 

3 dfft^d % ftftd^ cr«TT fftftfti Rt>MI<;H ^T%T ftfti 'chlfdH ^ ^ 3Tft ft 

W 3<lf^Wl ^[gj|l I 

14. ft aftt Rft cFRftt %frrg afft ftlJ%f RR Rmft ft, 

aigdn'6-III ft TRR % aigaK ^ dfftdd ft aftc ftt 

aft w ^ aig^ tft3F ftR w safft^RR •gm aigftftgd RnriT t i 

RPft "^im, arwT^ 
[f^’ftlMd 1II/4/143/10-3TOI.] 
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^wggnwi-111 

?Fi cWici cPti^ 

1 . 1 , 

^^%3ipR3rtft?r, ftMift«r «i(^^TPi, * 

(i) *^ci€l«r^r?i?r’’ 

^ 1^ wrf ^ ^TRci % wm % m ^ 

T?HT ^n<TT t I 

(ii) '*%” 3 ?SiH 24 ^ ^ 37^ ^ ^ % 06.00 ^ ^ ^ <mT 373 ^ 

1^ ^ 06.00 ^ ^ m\ ^sncTT t i 

(iii) ** B^^hh 4I ^iigi^” ^31^ ^'A iWt ^3r?i^ t TOT ^3n<n t i 

1 . 2 , JHWM ft^PT t;(^ ^ 

(i) ^3IW ^ 1 ^, ^ TO ^ 3ITOte^ 1 ^ 

3nEm ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ t 

^ ; cim, ^Jpff ^ 3735fH ^ W ^ 

1 

(ii) (^) 

^»ll 37^ 'Jl^i’^n I 

( 73 ) cTTf^ ^?tTOT, ^ 3ft 7T^ ^#cr 9 ^, ^ Tarto, Tif^ ^ ^ 

wi! TPTK 60% ^ 37f^ ^ ^ ^ (f^ ^JPff % 

5mR I 

(tt) wft ^PTR % ^t7^ TO^-^ ^TOROT 3flT *iOT^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ cT^ ^IdV, ^«lf^ ITTO 3nTR 

^ ft3nTO ^ ^f)RT I 

(tr) ^^ 75 ^ ^TFit, ^ TOfk ‘^’ t! ^ (i^^RR TOT^^ %i^ 

TO<ft7i ^ ‘ti* ^ ^t|to t i?i% cf^lTT %f^ ti-ii^«i ft3nTO 

3mK 4<il^ ^JRT t I ^ 3I«f ^, TOcft^ ^ ^ 3T3im TO9I 
^ Tf^ ^jpri ^ «3 j9<ii:ii t ^ tt^nTO %f^ TftjTi 

f I 

(iii). ’'ir ®4r4 

(^) ^ ^ITO % 31^ ^ncfR ^ «TOf €t 

^P;rT t I 3?ft 3TOI, ^ffTO y^ld^ ^ l^dPld TOftrif ^ 

^ M^tTO ^TOT I 
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^ I 

(n) wflrfiT ^ 

W % 1^ 3TOH (it 3rara^ 3m feff % mga ^ % 

10 1^ % ^ ■ptmlt ^ I Hsnft, ^ 3wm ^3fi ^ 

^'’^i^^rar % yran ^ ii| ijumif % if ^ 

^ if ?mK ^ yran 3 WH % ^ fttjfto €t ii^ t i 

^ ^ ^ ^ ’nt ^ 1 m 1,000 1%gifam, 

^tflm HIMHH # 1 ^ ^ 

HIMMH 1,000 #ra^xnf|tl I 

(IJ) ^ mmiH m ftncff stf^ n^ ^ ^ ten ^ 

ffRift ^ ?m, mfra (ra; % T!3 0.5 mfira ^ ^ 0.5 ^ 

if iTH #01 (isr 0.5 ^ ^<cii(?f ^ ^ ^ imi #n 

t, ^ ?qis 1^ % 3mnm i 

(v) f''^'fl ^ 11^ ^nft Jmiit ^ Sr^ f^ % (sfli i| sqTj^ if ui;? 

^<HI -cjif^i^ I 

(Vi) 1 ^il^ 3 n^/feT«mp€»ii^i^wimRiit^TO(i 00 /-?;.) 

^^I%T I 

(vii) mq^ft wi ^ ^rar loo/- m 3«^ aiftq; q fqqft 31% ^ mq^ft 

^ qiRq I 35ft 5 ram , 3^331 Jraraq; qif, mira ^ ^ ^ 

3iq^ 100/- ■?:. ?r IBU t (it 3ig(j:^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(viii) (q;) 3TJIR if ftmfta 31: wr % f, 35ft q^R, «j3 afk qiM 

qT f I iRRiq: qit, 3RR ^ ^ f (it, t^ 3^ jmrfta ^ 

?/ ^ ^ 3 ftq q,cl(fl agmi qq f I 

(13) 5raraq;, 3m ^ ^ t qt ftqfftq ^ fttrfftq 3f %• 

^ JRgq m f, qft mmte qit qfq ^ ^ 3^ ^ 

MqH qmff f stU q<.HH ^ tqqfftq .ijpt 3 ^ qmtq qm ^ 3 if^q> 

q^t I 

(q) Jraraq; ^ lim ^ 3ftt/qT ^ 3T % #qT^ % ^ 

^ 3qft^ qmiT ^ 3tk ^ fiHq 3if % STFt ^ qm ^ 
3?fii^ qmn I 3tk ^ 3<f % qimiq % ?i(fqi3 % sqjBR qqi3 f% 
ftqq qR ^ fq ?m 3qfi|^ 3 ^ ^ qrfiiq; 3^ ^ , 

(ix) qqqtqqqit 5 m 3 iq> 3m snim qf^ ftmq %f^ qm 53313 ^ 
3 ^ 1 c|;j^chdl ^ I ) 


I (M mnwii" 
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2. vf iniR ^ adj^t 


TWR 



«i"(T'w>«i 

3rfft ^ ewgw <?Fr ^ 3rfel ^ SIR Ht 'Zpt 
ft 

(i) 

^ ft ftB^ : 

(^) f^^ijHII*ll ftBH 

1.421 


(^) d<R4 ftwd 

0.852 

(ii) 

cftflrr ^ ft 

1.968 


: 

(i) ^ ^ 3dcrf^ %|^ «f?} Hr§T 5nTK l^jfT eR^ I 

(ii) (^) ^ % 5R5IH ^ % 4 ^ j ^ 

^ ^wif& %i^ ft^rfft?T 4 ^rst ^ ^ft^n ^f ^ ft^RT i 

(m) -3^ ^ 1^, 3li^^ ifm W TTcT % 

T=^ WT ^ I 

(n) ^51^ % ^ hIximh ^ tzrrtt cit ^fer ^-'*n^ ifl^ 

^Rlt % 3d^[?TR <=h<4l I 

(iii) Mddl I^PR^ %f^ (;u5t<l<F'H ^ ^Tf^ eft Ti^ 1^ (24 ^ ^) % ^ ^ 3nTK % 

■'lli^^ I 'fl®l ft ^ ^Mcfl ^'R rlSTT ft 

ftft 31^ «f)K«il "ft ^ ^ Iftv^ "^RFft J4TJICH "^n % 3T^-^1^ %f^ 

^ WR ^ Tmm ft WFT ^ t I 

ftriH TnPTR ft 3i^«^ei TRf % 3dTO ft ^ 

ft fe^nid^l T%T ^ t ” 1 

(iv) y^idcb ftr-^qei^icn/^TOJ^ % ^ ^ tospt ^ y^id^ ^ 

3TRh2T 'eRKuil ft ^iraft ^ ^ ft ijyT^ d^MdK ^ ^ 

^j^rft 3Tfif^ wfRfir %f^ ^ ^ j(^y'^d TOT i 

3ffaiW -III 

^nftf ?niR 

3. 3WR ^ '^^<t;4): 

(3rfft ^ ^’ift ft) 


iFBftWT 


ftilH 

tl^ftBcf 

(i) 

«i®h<. ^ 3d^ ^ 3 ft ^1 

70.49 

70.49 

(ii) 


140.54 

84.32 
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(i) ^ ^ 31^ ^ art %f^ ^ ^ wft % 

3IH5rfl&l chwftfed ^/f^, WT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

RiH^SI fe ^ ^ ^ % ^ift^ ^HlnK, 5 3 1 ^ gTff 

»i*SK’^l, ^*6K.«l ^ Clli^'l HI^HClI^H ^TSTT 1^ % ^HI^K^I 

^ ^ if cirtin, iiT^H4) ^ ^3WT1^ 3RI ^nft ^nm 

^ ^ 3 ^^ ^ 3 mR ^ 3 Tg^ ^ ^ ^ “fen w ^ i 

(ii) dt ^ %fcR 3iw ^ ^ % 3^^#f|iT % chui^fjid ^ ^1^, 

3TJ^ Wra«F ^ 3RI ^ %f^ ^ yx|M4) ^ ^ ^XIIH ^ 31^31 

3nTR "SKT 3ig^ ^ ■& ^ fell W ^ I 

4 . «Nr ^«R/ 3 RI xft aft T55T ^ipif ^ ^*6K«l 3 niR : 

(^) 3 r 1 ^ 3 1^ 

(X§) {^Mtl «i«h< ^?R/3F^ dt 3Tt X^ ^ ^•SK'^1 



■jrf^ 1^ 3li^ ^ ^ 

31^ ^ 1^41 %fcTX^ (3 RhI ^ ^4t1 3lc|[^ 

7,42 

3n^ ^ 1^ 

11.13 

5^1^ 

14.84 


liopift : 

(i) 3T^ cfit IJRRft ^ 3ll^4ipld dfiiHd % iR-^ 

(ii) ^ 37f^xT ^inft % s5ciK^«iic^ sTTirdt ^ IJTcT 3T^I^ ^ PTh^ 4f>Ri ^rrf^ i 

(iii) 'Ji«l zf^^TcT ST^lTeT^ ^n’M^Tbl % cj-icli % 3ijtiK '* 151^1 ^ ^l^ll % 3dK^/f^ld 

^ t zf^ 3RT^ m 3IRM ^iFff ^ ^PTR ^ITH 

I 

5. 31^4^41 ( 2 ) ( 4 ) ^ %feR «IHM : 

^Rh) dt ^^Ici %icTR ^ 'jTIXrR^ XPR 1 sjjHolO 2010 X^ H^Rld Hid % 

1 % <41^c<|^ ^ X^ {:gf^ dt 3n|) €t ^ 60% % ^ ^ ^ 

^^iftxi I ^ 3i)<i1xilfd'+> fd<+lx3i ^ Rid ^ ^4X1^ ^ 

RTd % 1 3T?ld ^ 3TTd^T^ Rid % 31 XTpd cl^ cTT^^ I 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 26th October, 2010 

No. TAMP/58/2009-COPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48,49 and 50 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal revived 
from the Cochin Port Trust for setting upfront tariff for handling Bunker fuel/POL cargo and LPG at Multi-User 
Liquid Terminal at Cochin Port in pursuance of the guidelines for upfront tariff setting at Major Port Trusts which 
was notified vide this Authority’s Notification No. TAMP/52/2007-Misc. dated 26 February, 2008 as in the Order 
appended hereto. 

Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
Case No. TAMP/58/2009-COPT 

Cochin Port Trust - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 3rd day of September, 2010) 

This case relates to a proposal dated 24 November 2009 from the Cochin Port 
Trust (COPT) for fixation of upfront tariff for Multi-User Liquid Terminal (MULT) at the Puthuvypeen 
SEZ on Public Private Partnership basis. 

2 . In pursuance of the guidelines for upfront tariff setting for Public Private 

Participation (PPP) projects at Major Ports notified by this Authority on 26 February 2008, the 
COPT has filed the subject proposal. 

3 .1. The highlights of the proposal are as follows: 

(i) . Liquid cargo namely bunker fuel, LPG, other POL cargo excluding crude oil are 

envisaged to be handled at the multipurpose liquid cargo terminal. 

(ii) . The proposal envisages the following: 

(a) . Construction of the Main berth: 

^ for handling Bunker Fuel and other POL cargo (excluding crude 
oil) (The process includes unloading at the Main Berth and 
transporting through pipelines upto exchange pit). 

for handling LPG by installing unloading arm on the Main Berth. 
(The unloading arm is expected to be installed by the Indian Oil 
Company Limited) 

(b) . Construction of the Barge Loading Berth In the vicinity: 

V" for loading of the Bunker Fuel and other POL cargo in to barges 
(The movement will be through pipelines from exchange pit to the 
Barge loading Berth and then loading onto the barges) 

(iii) . (a). For the development of the project, the port envisages to allot the 

following: 

> 15 hectares of water area for main berth 

> 4 hectares of water area for barge loading berth 

> 3.6 hectares of port land for operational buildings, roads, etc. 

(b). The initial proposal does not envisage any storage facilities for cargo 
handled. 
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(iv) . The length of the berth is envisaged at 220 metres with a width of 32 metres. The 

berth Is expected to handle vessels upto 80000 DWT and maximum draft of 12 
metres. 

(v) . Optimal Capacity : 

(a) . The optimum capacity of the Multi User Liquid Terminal Is assessed at 

4095542 tonnes [i.e. 4.10 Metric Tonnes Per Annum (MTPA)]. 

(b) . The handling rate prescribed in the guidelines and the handling rate 

considered by the port is tabulated below: 


Type of Cargo 

Norms for Handling 
rate prescribed in 
the guidelines 

Handling rate 
considered by 
COPT* 

Bunker fuel and other 
POL Cargo 

1000 tons per hour 

24000 tones per day 

LPG 

250 tones per hour 

6000 tones per day 


* Handling rate considered is as per norms converting hourly norms 
into per day. 

(c). The traffic estimated to be iiandled in the year 2023-24 is taken as the 
base to determine the cargo share. For assessing the optimal capacity, 
share of cargo in terms of berth days reckoning the handling rate of each 
type of cargo is considered as tabulated below: 


Type of cargo 

Estimated traffic 
(in MTPA) 

Share of 
cargo traffic 

Share of cargo 
in berth days 

Bunker fuel and 
other POL Cargo 

3.02 

83.43% 

55.72% 

LPG 

0.6 

16.57% 

44.28% 

Total 

3.62 

100 % 

100 % 


(d). Accordingly, the optimal capacity of the Main Berth is assessed at 4.10 
Million Tonnes Per Annum (MTPA). The cargo-wise break up is given 
hereunder: 


Type of Cargo 

Optimal capacity in tonnes 

Bunker fuel and other POL Cargo 

3416723 tonnes 

LPG 

678819 tonnes 

Total 

4095542 tonnes 


(e). The optimal capacity of the Barge Loading Berth is capped at 3.416 
MTPA being the optimal capacity assessed for handling bunker fuel and 
other POL cargo at the Main berth. 

(vi). Capital Cost: 

(a) . The total capital cost of the project is estimated at Rs.124,39 crores. 

(b) . Berth cost: 

The total capital cost for construction of the main berth and barge loading 
berth is estimated at Rs.75.38 crores and Rs.8.43 crores respectively as 
below: 


(Rs. in crores) 


Sr. 

No. 

Components 

Main berth 

Barge loading 
berth 

Jik. 

Cost of construction of berth 

61.30 

7.96 

(ii). 

Cost of dredging 

14.08 

0.47 


Total cost 

75.38 

8.43 


i 
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(c). Cargo handling Activity: 

Capital cost for cargo handling activity is estimated at Rs.40.58 crores. 

> Main Berth : 

Since handling rates are different for different types of cargo, the 
capital cost is allocated across each type of cargo. The capital 
cost directly related to a particular type of cargo is considered for 
that category of cargo. The capital cost on common assets such 
as roads, buildings, water supply, pipelines, etc. are apportioned 
between the two cargo at the main berth on the basis of share of 
the berth days for the particular cargo. This is elaborated in the 
table given in subsequent paragraph 

> Barge loading berth_: 

There is no bifurcation in the capital cost as only one category of 
cargo is to be handled. 

> The break up of the capital cost for cargo handling activity is 
tabulated below: 


(Rs. in crores) 


1 


Group 

Main berth 1 

Barge 

loading 

berth 



Basis of allocation 

Bunker Fuel 
and other 
POL cargo 

LPG 

(i). 






Roads 


On share of cargo in 
berth days* 

0.57 

0.46 

0.1 



Building, water 

supply, sewerage, 
etc. 

^11 

Pump house cost of 
Rs.2.13 crores 
allocated to LPG and 
rest on the share of 
cargo berth days 

0.60 

2.61 

0.32 

_1 

Total 



1.17 ^ 

3.07 

0.42 

(ii). 

Eauioment cost 



^ ^ ^ 1 -— 

Marine 

loading/unloading 
equipment /flexible 
hoses 

4.08 

Direct allocation 

4.08 


0.01 


Pipelines 


Rs.0.69 crores 
directly allocated to 
bunker fuel and other 
POL cargo and rest 
on the share of cargo 
in berth days 

6.58 

4.68 

0.59 

3. 

Fire fighting 
equipments 

10.53 

Direct allocation 


10.53 

1.05 


Power and lighting 
communication 

5.89 

On the share of cargo 
in berth days 

3.27 

2.61 

0.59 

— 

Total 

31.75 


13.93 

17.82 

_2.24 

1 ^ 

Miscellaneous cost (5% 
of civil and equipment 
cost) 

1.80 

On the share of cargo 
in berth days 

0.76 

1.04 

0.13 

Total cost 

37.79 


15.86 

21,93 

2.79 

Tota 

il cost of both the berths 

40.58 


Share of cargo in terms of berth days is considered at 55.72% for bunker fuel and 
other POL cargo and 44.28% for LPG. 
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(vii). The Return on Capital Employed (ROCE) is computed at 16% on the estimated 
capital cost. 


(viii). Annual Operating Cost : 

(a) . Power cost is estimated considering the consumption norm of 2.4 lakh 

units / annum / hectare for 18.18 hectares for main berth and 4,32 
hectares for barge loading berth. The unit rate of power adopted is 
Rs.6.055. The total power cost of Rs.2.64 crores estimated for main berth 
Is allocated between LPG and Bunker fuel/ other POL cargo in the share 
of berth days. 

(b) . Repairs and Maintenance on civil cost is estimated at 1% on civil assets 

and 2% on mechanical and equipment cost as per the norms prescribed 
in the guidelines. Insurance and other expenses are estimated at 1% 
each on the gross fixed value. 

(c) . Depreciation is stated to have been computed at per rate prescribed in the 

Companies Act. 

(d) . License fee is estimated for water area as well as land area. 

License fee is estimated as per the rate proposed by the port at Rs.12 
lakhs per acre reportedly based on the proposal filed by it for fixation of 
lease rent of port lands at Vallarpadam, Puthuvypeen and Goshree areas. 
For the water area, one third of the rate applicable of the land i.e. Rs.4 
lakhs per acre is considered. 

(e) . Accordingly, the annual operating cost estimated is as follows: 

> Main Berth : 

The Annual operating cost for the main berth is estimated at 
Rs.5.25 crores for handling bunker fuel and other POL cargo and 
Rs.5.27 crores for handling LPG. 

> Barge Loading Berth : 

The Annual operating cost for the barge loading berth is estimated 
at Rs.1.51 crores. 

(ix). Berth hire : 


(a). The estimation of Annual Operating Cost for berth hire services is 
tabulated below: 


(Rs. in crores) 


Sr. 

No. 

Group 

Basis 

Main 

berth 

Barge loading 
berth 

(i). 

Repairs and 
maintenance 
of civil assets 

1 % of capital cost of the berth 
(excluding capital dredging 
cost) 

0.61 

0.08 

(ii). 

Cost of 

maintenance 

dredging 

420000 cum for main berth and 
10000 cum for barge loading 
berth (at unit rate of Rs.60 per 
cum) 

2.52 

0.06 

(ill). 

Insurance 

^ 1% of capital cost of the berth 
excluding capital dredging cost 

0.61 

0.08 

Jiyk 

Depreciation 

As per Companies Act 

2.52 

0.28 

! Total 

6.26 

0.50 


I IM Nil)*'ID 
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(b). The COPT has included cost of maintenance dredging at Rs.2.52 crores 
for main berth and Rs.0.06 crores for barge ioading berth which is not as 
per the norms prescribed in the guidelines. 

The port has submitted that there is a need to allocate maintenance cost 
to the operator as the maintenance dredging cost at the Cochin port is 
high since there is higher rate of siltation as compared to other ports. The 
COPT, therefore, considers the BOT operator to undertake annual 
maintenance dredging to the extent considered in the proposal. 
Accordingly, the port has estimated repairs and maintenance at 1% of the 
berth construction cost as per the norms prescribed in the guidelines and 
cost of maintenance dredging is considered separately at actuals. 


(x). Annual Revenue Requirement (ARR) : 


(Rs. in crores) 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Main berth 

Barge loading berth ! 

Handling 
Bunker 
Fuel and 
other POL 
cargo 

Handling 

LPG 

Berth 

hire 

service 

Handling 
Bunker 
Fuel and 
other POL 
cargo 
handling 

Berth 

hire 

service 

1. 

Total annual operating cost 

5.25 

5.27 

6.26 

1.51 


2. 

CAPITAL EMPLOYED 

15.86 

21.92 

75.38 

2.79 

8.43 

3. 

16% Return on capital employed 

2.54 

3.51 

12.06 

0.45 

1.35 

ANNUAL REVENUE REQUIREMENT (1 *Z) 

7.79 

8.78 

18.32 

1.95 

1.85 


(xi). (a). As per the norm prescribed in the guidelines for liquid bulk terminal, the 

total revenue requirement is to be apportioned between liquid cargo 
handling charges and miscellaneous charges in the ratio of 95% and 5% 
respectively. 

(b). As no miscellaneous activities are envisaged to be undertaken by the 
BOT operator no separate charge Is proposed at both the berths. 100% 
ARR is considered for determining handling charge. 


(c). The port has submitted that as per clause 4.3. of the tariff guidelines of 
March 2005, concessional tariff for coastal cargo is prescribed for all 
cargo other than thermal coal and POL Including crude oil, iron ore and 
Iron ore pellets. Considering the nature of cargo proposed to handled, the 
port has not proposed concessional tariff for coastal category. 


(d). For arriving at the berth hire, the port has considered the following GRT 


hours for main berth and barge berth: 


Particulars 

For Main berth 

Barge 

berth 

Bunker fuel and 
POL cargo 


(i). Average GRT of vessel 
(as per feasibility report) 


18180 

1300 

(ii). Berth days 

142.36 

113.14 

- 

(iii). Berth hours 

3416.72 

2715.28 

6132 

(iv). Total GRT hours 

149302886.35 

7971600 


(xii). The berth hire and handling charges proposed to meet the ARR are given below: 


Particulars of the tariff 

At Main Berth 

At Barge Loading Berth 

Berth Hire 

Rs.1.23 per GRT 
per hour 

Rs.2.32 per GRT per hour 

Handling charges 



(I). Bunker Fuel and other 
POL cargo 

Rs.22.81 per ton 

Rs.5.72 per ton 

.(ii). LPG 

Rs.129.26 per ton 

— 
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3.2. The COPT has submitted the proposed Scale of Rates (SOR) and the feasibility 

report along with the proposal. 

4. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the COPT proposal was 

forwarded to the concerned users / user organisations, short listed applicants and prospective 
users (as per the list provided by the COPT) seeking their comments. The comments received 
from users / user organisations, short listed applicants and prospective users were forwarded to 
COPT as feedback information. The COPT had earlier vide letter dated 6 March 2010 furnished 
Its remarks on the points made by the users / user organisations, short listed applicants and 
prospective users. Subsequently, while furnishing reply vide letter dated 30 June 2010 to the 
queries raised by us, it has updated some of the comments furnished by them earlier. 

5.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 23 February 2010 at the COPT premises. 

The COPT made a power point presentation explaining the salient features of the proposal. At the 
joint hearing, COPT and the concerned users / user organisations, short listed applicants and 
prospective users have made their submissions. 

5.2. At the joint hearing, the COPT was advised to take action on the following points 
and furnish the requisite information by 3 March 2010: 

(i) . Pointed response to the observations of the potential bidders made in their written 

submissions. 

(ii) . Revisit the proposal particularly with reference to the capacity determination and 

allocation of capital costs and update the proposal with reference to the revised 
lease rental proposed by the port. 

(iii) . The port has at the joint hearing claimed that the lease rent for water area is 

conventionally levied at 1/3'" of the adjacent area. The claim made the port may 
be substantiated with reference to the Government policy and any other guidelines 
on the subject. 

6. The COPT has vide its letter dated 6 March 2010 furnished its response to the 

points decided at the joint hearing which are summarised below: 

(i) . Capacity determination of MULT berth: 

It is requested that TAMP may kindly go by the guidelines for upfront tariff settings 
for PPP projects issued by TAMP on 25 February 2008, instead of considering a 
higher handling rate as requested by lOCL. 

(ii) . Allocation of capital cost across differentT>roducts: 

It is requested that TAMP may kindly consider the allocation that COPT has 
adopted and the rationale for the same has been explained in our replies to the 
observations of the potential bidders. 

(iii) . Revised lease rental proposed by COPT: 

For the workings, the lease rentals per hectare considered on the basis of the 
value given in the Interim Report was Rs.29,65,200/- (Rs. 12,00,000 x 2.471). As 
per the Final Report, the lease rentals at the SEZ area at Puthuvypeen is 
Rs.29,65,482/-. Hence the difference is only Rs.282 per hectare per annum which 
does not have much implication on the handling charges. 

(iv) . Levy of lease rent for water area at of the adjacent land area is not based on 

any Government policy or other guidelines. Lower lease rent was collected as 
port had only given the bed of back waters and the activities like reclamation of 
the land, construction of berth / jetty etc. was done by the user. The bed of 
backwaters had been allotted on this basis only to Cochin Shipyard, Kerala Fine 
Arts Society and Lakshwadeep Administration. 
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7 Based on the reply furnished by the COPT, the port was vide our letter dated 19 

March 2010 requested to furnish additional information / clarifications on some points along with 
revised calculation. The COPT has furnished its reply vide letter dated 30 June 2010. A summary 
of the queries raised by us and the clarifications furnished by the COPT are tabulated here below: 


SI. No. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply furnished by COPT 

(i). 

Capital cost estimation: 



(a). The proposal states that the 

capital cost estimated in the feasibility 
report is Rs. 147.38 crores of which 
Rs.47.75 crores is excluded now in view 
of change In the scope from that 
envisaged while preparing the feasibility 
report. (Feasibility report assumed to 
handle 1,50,000 DWT vessels and draft 
upto 16 mtrs; the port now envisages to 
handle 80,000 DWT vessel and 
maximum draft of 12 mtrs.) 

Further, Rs.23.42 crores is added for 
additional capital cost towards 
unloading arm for bunker fuel and other 
POL cargo, fire fighting system for port 
berth and piping work which is now 
proposed to be brought under the scope 
of the BOT operator. Thus, revised 
capital cost based on this submission 
will be Rs.123.05 crores (i.e. 147,38 - 
47.75 + 23.42), As against this, the 
project cost is estimated at Rs.22.45 
crores at page 7 of the proposal. 
Further, the aggregate of the capital 
cost considered in the calculation of 
upfront tariff both berth hire and 
handling activity works out to Rs.124.38 
crores. This inconsistency in the capital 
cost figures observed in proposal may 
please be corrected. 

The above mentioned inconsistency arouse due to a 
correction made in the service tax rate for dredging - 
which was taken at 12.36% in the IPA report and had 
been corrected to the current rate of 10.3%. The project 
structure has been revised as per the directions given 
from Ministry of Shipping. The revised proposal Is 
submitted. 

(b). The unit rate of unloading arm 

is stated to be based on quotations 
obtained in the financial year 2009. 
Since the financial year 2010-11 is 
about to commence, the unit rate may 
be updated to reflect the prevailing rate. 
Likewise, the conversion rate adopted 
i.e. 1 Euro = Rs.70 may also be 
updated with reference to the prevailing 
exchange rate. Please furnish detailed 
calculation of the base rate, and 
customs, duties, etc. added thereon to 
derive the gross unit rate of unloading 
arm. 

The revised proposal is submitted. New quote for 
unloading arm (dated 9^^ April 2010) has been 
considered in the revised proposal. A copy of the 
quotation is attached with the proposal and the basis for 
estimation is submitted. 

(c). Though the port has stated that 

the prices of raw material were 
reviewed in November 2009, the capital 
cost considered in the proposal mostly 
seems to be based on cost estimated in 
the feasibility report which was prepared 
in September 2008. As already 

mentioned in the guidelines, the capital 

In the revised proposal, the cost estimates have been 
revised based on prevailing market rates/ budgetary 
quotes. 
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cost of equipment should be updated to 
capture the prevailing market rate while 
fixing the upfront tariff cap. The COPT 
may, therefore confirm that the 
estimates of both civil and equipment 
cost reflect the prevailing market rate. 
The estimates may be substantiated 
with documentary support in form of 
budgetary quotations, rate analysis, etc. 
for those items which are not 
substantiated with documentary,' 
support. 


(d) . The normative list of civil work 

in the upfront tariff guidelines includes 
storage yard, tankages amongst other 
items. The proposal of the port, 
however, does not include capital cost 
for storage yard and tank. Storage / 
evacuation facility envisaged for liquid 
terminal to achieve the optimal capacity 
may be explained. _ 

(e) . As pointed out by one of the 

bidders, clarify whether the tax benefits 
available for the SEZ zone for the 
proposed liquid terminal is considered 
by the port while determining the capital 
cost. If not, the same may be 
recognised. _ 

(f) . With reference to allocation of 

the capital assets relating to fire fighting 
equipment, the lOCL has categorically 
stated that the foam based fire fighting 
system proposed by the port cannot be 
used for LPG. The port may furnish 
comment on this point made by the 
IQCL which is not addressed in its reply, 

(g) . Confirm whether the fire fighting 

system envisaged is exclusively for 
LPG. If bunker and fuel products are 
also likely to get the benefit of this 
facility during the project period then 
part of the fire fighting system should be 
allocated to these cargo also on 
appropriate basis. 


The project structure has been revised as per the 
directions given from Ministry of Shipping. In the revised 
structure 2 hectare land has been allocated for 
development of storage tanks by the concessionaire. 
There are also provisions in the Concession agreement 
to release further land for development of storage tanks 
which is linked to the traffic that is actually observed at 
the terminal 

Please refer to the revised proposal. Benefits available 
for SEZ Zone has been addressed in this proposal and 
the tariff has been worked out based on this. 


As suggested by lOCL, the cost of foam tank and foam 
pump system shall be allocated directly to Bunker fuel 
and other POL cargo. The cost of this system excluding 
contingencies, taxes and engineering costs is estimated 
at Rs.1,00,00,000/-, The tariff has been recalculated 
based on this. 


The flash points of key cargo in each category are 
presented below: 


Cargo 

Flash Point 

Propane (~ 20% of LPG cargo) 

-104° C 

Butane {- 80% of LPG cargo) 

O 

o 

O 

Marine Fuel Oil (~ 93% of bunker fuel 
and other POL cargo - as seen In other 
bunkering destinations like - pis refer 
section 4.18 of feasibility report) 

65.5° C 


The classification of various liquids based on 
flammability / combustibility across various standards is 
presented below: 


Standard/ 

<(-7”C) 

{-7”C to 

to 

60®Clo 

to 

Flash 

Point 


38“C) 

eo'c 

66“C 

93®C 

OSHA 

Flammable 

Flammable 

Combustible 

Combustible 

Combustible 

ANSI 

Extremely 

Flammable 

j Flammable 

Flammable 
{< 60“C) 

Combustible 

Combustible 

NPFA 30 

Class 1 

! Class 1 

Class II 

Class III 

Class III 

CPSC 

Extremely 

Flammable 

\ 

Flammable 

Combustible 

Combustible 



The fire protection systems have to be designed to 
incorporate the requirements as mentioned under OISD 
requirements for handling LPG cargo which are more 
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stringent. Hence LPG cargo is expected to drive 
significant part of the capita! expenditure towards fire 
fighting systems for the project which is difficult to 
quantify separately. It would be unfair to allocate the 
capital expenditure towards fire fighting between LPG 
and Bunker fuel in the same proportion as share of berth 
days and this approach was followed. 

(ii). 

operating cost estimation: 


(a). The norms prescribed in the 

guidelines stipulate estimation of 
maintenance cost of berth at 1% of the 
total cost. Accordingly, the 

maintenance dredging cost will be 
around Rs.0.15 crores based on the 
current estimates furnished by the 
COPT. As against this, the COPT has 
estimated total maintenance dredging 
cost of Rs.2.58 crores (for Main Berth 
and Barge Loading Berth) which 
amounts to almost 18% of the capital 
dredging cost. The estimation of 

maintenance dredging cost is not found 
to be as per the norms prescribed in the 
guidelines. The reasons for deviation 
from the norms prescribed in the 
guidelines for estimating this expense 
may be justified. 

Reference is drawn to Annexure II - Appendix IV of the 
original tariff proposal and also Sections 5.2 and 5.6 of 
the main proposal, which explains the special condition 
regarding siltation at Cochin Port, which require higher 
maintenance dredging. The summarised position is 
given below; 

(i) . The basin of the Cochin Oil Terminal (COT) in Cochin 
Port is currently being maintained at (-) 13.2 m which is 
equal to the proposed depth in front of the Main Berth of 
MULT. Therefore the siltation rate at MULT basin would 
be comparable to that of COPT basin and so, the same 
value can be adopted for MULT. 

(ii) . During the year 2005-06, when the Stage 1 Capital 
Dredging for providing 12.5 m draft at Rajiv Gandhi 
Container Terminal (RGCT) was taken up and 
completed by the port. The channel and basin in front of 
COT was also deepened to (-) 13.20 m depth at that 
time. 

(iii) . After deepening of the navigational channels, a 
reduction in depth of 2.7m was observed in July 2006 in 
the channel and basin in front of COT immediately after 
the onset of monsoon. Also, 2/3"^ of the total annual 
siltation of 18.0 Mm3 had occurred by that time. Hence, 
the reduction in depth for a total annual siltation 
proportionately worked out as 4.0m. 

(iv) . As per the “Mud Balance Approach” followed by 
FRH in their Feasibility Study Report for ICTT at 
Vallarpadam for prediction of future siltation, it has been 
indicated that after the monsoon, on consolidation of the 
mud layer, the thickness of siltation will get reduced to 
2/3"^ of the annual siltation i.e. it will be around 2.7m. 

(v) . Allowing, for a variation of 10%, yearly siltation depth 
of 3m can be considered to work out the annual siltation 
in the harbor area. 

(vi) . It is estimated that annual maintenance dredging at 
the main berth area would be 4,20,000 cum. and 10,000 
cum. at barge loading berth which would have to be 
undertaken by the BOT operator. The same is factored 
in estimating the operating cost for the respective berth. 

(b). If port maintains channel 

properly, the high siltation alongside the 
berth which is cited as a one of the 
reasons for such high maintenance 
dredging cost may be contained. 
Please comment. 

It has reiterated that the estimation of maintenance 
dredging requirement is arrived at based on two sources: 

• Based on actual extent of siltation observed in 
the channel and the basin in front of Cochin Oil 
Terminal 
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• Based on technical analysis - based on 'Mud 
Balance Approach’ conducted as part of the 
feasibility study for ICTT at Vallarpadam for 
prediction of future siltation 

Hence, it is requested that TAMP may consider this 
request for this variation in the estimation of operating 
cost towards maintenance dredging. 

(c). The estimation of lease rent 

may be updated based on the revised 
proposal submitted by the port based on 
final report of the approved valuer. 

Noted, the same has been complied with in the revised 
proposal. 

(d). The guidelines require lease 

rent to be estimated as per the rates 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates 
approved by the Authority. The lease 
rent prescribed by tne Authority is 
applicable for the port lands and not for 
water area. Even the port has admitted 
that estimation of lease rental for water 
area adopting 1/3"^ of the lease rental 
for land is not based on any 
Government policy or guidelines. In the 
light of the above observation, the 
deviation proposed by the port from the 
guidelines need to be justified. 

The levy of lease rent for water area at 1/3rd of the 
adjacent land area is not based on any Government 
policy or other guidelines. Lower lease rent was 
collected from M/s.Cochin Shipyard, M/s.Kerala Fine 
Arts Society and M/s.Lakshadweep Administration as 
Port had only given the bed of back waters to them and 
the reclamation of the land was done by the users. The 
bed of backwaters had been allotted to the said users on 
this basis only. 

The lease rent proposed for the 15 hectares of water 
area is based on 1/3rd of the lease rent for land area. 

(e). The norms prescribed in the 

guidelines for estimation of power cost 
Is with reference to land area proposed 
to be allotted. The estimation of power 
cost by the port on water area is also 
not found to be as per the guidelines. 
The reasons for deviation may be 
explained. 

Water area accounts for around 88% of the total area 
(19 out of the total 21.5 hectares) allocated to the 
concessionaire for development of the project. The 
arrangements towards lighting and fire fighting (that will 
consume a significant share of the total power required 
for the operations at the terminal) will have to cover the 
entire area under operation (irrespective of whether it is 
land or water area). Since the proportion of water area 
is considerably high in this case as compared to other 
projects where more area is given on the land side 
towards setting up of storage facilities, stack yard etc, 
the power cost has been arrived at based on the total 
area allocated to the project. 

(f). Based on copy of the electricity 

bill of Kerala State Electricity Board 
submitted by the COPT, the unit rate 
comes to Rs.3.42 (Rs.9203435/ 

consumption 2689000). As against this, 
the power cost is estimated based on 
unit rate of power of Rs.6,005. The unit 
rate of power adopted in the calculation 
may be substantiated with copy of the 
recent bill of Kerala State Electricity 
Board. 

Cost of Electricity to be paid by a customer of KSEB 
(Kerala State Electricity Board) has two components - a 
demand charge - which is linked to kVA of Billing 
Demand / month (which is a fixed component - 
irrespective of the actual consumption of power), the 
other component is the Energy charge which is charged 
per unit consumed. In the case of MULT - it is estimated 
that the connected load would be 3,000 kVA and which 
as per the existing tariff structure for HT commercial tariff 
(KSEB) (Pis refer to the tariff from KESB submitted as 
part of the TAMP proposal) has a demand charge of 
Rs.350/kVA of billing demand (3,000 kVA) per month 
and an Energy Charge of Rs.3.70 per kWhr. For an 
annual power requirement of 5,160,000 units (in the 
revised proposal) per unit charge works out to be 
Rs.6.17 (in revised proposal). 

(iii). 

(a). As per the clarification received 

from the Government, LPG cargo is 
also entitled for coastal concession with 
reference to the ship shore / shore to 
yard transfer and wharfage. The port 

As per the response given by lOCL, coastal LPG traffic 
(annual) is expected to be around 350,000 tons per 
annum (51.56% of Optimal Capacity of LPG) which is 
considered to arrive at the revised rate for tariff for LPG 
cargo. The same is reflected in the revised proposal 
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may therefore prescribe concessional 
rate for coastal LPG with reference to 
handling charge. The revenue impact 
of such concession may be considered 
while determining the tariff so that the 
estimated revenue requirement can be 
achieved by the operator. _ 


(b). Though POL cargo is not 
eligible for concession in cargo related 
charge, the vessels carrying such cargo 
are entitled for concession in vessel 
related charges. The COPT may 
consider the impact of coastal 
concession in the berth hire charge 
while determining the unit rate. 


submitted. 


The input is considered in the revised proposal. Since 
Cochin Port is developing a Bunker fuel terminal for the 
first time, there is no past data to rely on the share of 
coastal traffic, IPA had taken inputs from Leading firms 
on their plans for sourcing bunker fuel and other POL 
cargo (please refer to Appendix 4.03 of the feasibility 
report). Most players have mentioned both foreign and 
coastal sources for Bunker Fuel and other POL cargo 
based on which a share of 50% is assumed for coastal 

cargo. ___ 

GRT of the barge at 1,300 tonnes, Bunker vessel at 
29250 and LPG vessels at 18180 are taken as estimated 
In the feasibility report prepared by Indian Ports 
Association. Historic data on POL cargo vessels at 
Cochin Port Trust as requested Is given below: 


(iv). 


(V). 


(Vi). 


The proposal envisages handling of 
vessels upto 80,000 DWT at the main 
berth and hence applying 60% factor as 
a thumb rule for conversion, the GRT of 
vessel will come to 48000 tonnes. The 
average GRT of Bunker and POL 
vessels assumed at 29250 and LPG 
vessels at 18180 may be justified. The 
basis of considering average GRT of 
barge as the barge berth at 1300 tonnes 
may also be explained. Average GRT 
of LPG vessels and other POL cargo 
vessels and the barges handled at the 
port during the last three years may be 
furnished. _ 


Year 

No. of 
Vessels 

GRT 

(tonnes) 

NRT 

(tonnes) 

Dwr 

(tonnes) 

2007-08 

159 

3.384,058 

2,887,618 

5,091.312 

2008-09 

145 

3.219.864 

2,964,652 

4.849.703 

2009-10 

197 

4,670,794 

2,137,306 

7.482.922.05 


From the Flow diagram at page 67, in 
the Feasibility Report; it is understood 
that only the bunker is expected to be 
loaded onto barges through barge 
loading berth. Whereas, page 9 para 
3.2. of the proposal assumes the 
capacity of barge loading berth at the 
optimal capacity assessed for handling 
both bunker fuel and POL cargo. The 

correct position may be indicated. _ 

Analysis done by the port for 
determining the share of Bunker and 
other POL produces at proposed 
terminal may be briefly explained. 


There is no past data available for LPG cargo, since the 
LPG terminal is being developed for the first time. 


Based on the analysis of replies received from leading 
firms on the type of cargo that is expected to be handled 
at MULT, it is seen that majority (5 out of 6 players) are 
expecting only Bunker fuel and associated POLs (like 
lubes etc) and LPG to be handled at this terminal. 
Based on the above, the share of other POL products is 
expected to be negligible. Hence for ascertaining the 
capacity of the barge loading berth, the capacity is 
capped at the optimal capacity at the Main Berth to 
handle Bunker Fuel. 


Port has accepted the analysis undertaken by Indian 
Ports Association in the feasibility report for estimating 
the traffic projections for bunker and othef POL products. 
Based on the analysis of replies received from leading 
firms on the type of cargo that is expected to be handled 
at MULT (Appendix 4.03 of the feasibility report) - it can 
be seen that majority (5 out of 6 pfeiyers) are expecting 
only Bunker fuel and associated POLs (like lubes etc) 
and LPG to be handled at this terminal. Based on the 
above, the share of other POL products is expected to 
be negligible. _ _ 


4274 GI/2010—8 
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8,1. To summarise, the mam points made by the COPT In the revised proposal dated 

30 June 2010 are: 

(I). As against 22 hectares envisaged in the original proposal, the port has proposed 
to allot 21.5 hectares for the project as given below: 

• 15 hectares water area for main berth (no change) 

• 4 hectares water area for Barge loading berth (no change) 

• 2 hectares for storage facilities (not envisaged In the Initial proposal) 

• 0.5 hectares of port land for operational facilities like buildings, roads, etc. 
(3 hectares of land was initially proposed) 

(ii). The total project cost estimated is Rs.173.42 crores as against Rs.124.39 crores 
estimated in the original proposal. The man modifications in the estimation of 
capital cost are highlighted below: 

(a) . Revision of capital cost of some items based on recent budgetary 

quotations. 

(b) . Upfront payment of Rs.7.46 crores to the COPT for common user 

infrastructure to be developed by COPT is estimated in the revised 
proposal. This cost Is allocated to main berth, barge berth and storage 
facility in the ratio of direct capital cost i.e. 61.85%, 5.60% and 32.15% 
respectively. 

(c) . Total capital cost towards development of storage tanks is estimated at 

Rs.54.72 crores which includes the allocation of upfront payment for 
common infrastructure. 

A comparative position of the project cost estimated In its initial proposal and 
revised proposal is as below: 


(Rs. in crores) 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Initial proposal 

1 Revised proposal 

Main berth 

Barge 

loading 

berth 

Main berth 
(Refer 
notes) 

Barge 

loading 

berth 

1. 

Berth hire activity: [ 

(i). 

Cost of construction of 
berth 

61.30 

7.96 

55.02 

7.49 

JiiL, 

Cost of dredging 

14.08 

0.47 

14.08 

0.47 


Total cost for berth 
hir^ activity 

75.38 

8.43 

69.10 

7.96 

2. 

Cargo handling activitv 

1 

(i). 

1 

construction cost 





(a). Roads 

1.03 

0.1 

0.68 

0.06 

(b). Suildsng, water 
supply, sewerage, etc. 

3.21 

0.32 

7.42 

0.48 

Subtotal 2(ij 

4.23 

0.42 

8.10 

0.54 

liiy.” 

1 

Equipment cost 





(a). Marine 

loading/unioading 
equipment /flexible 

hoses 

4.08 

0.0056 

2.71 

0.0055 

1 

1 

1 

_i 

(b). Pipelines 

11.26 

0.59 

10.12 

0.57 

(c). Fire lighting 

equipments 

10.53 

1.05 

11.21 

0.09 


I *11 UP'MHM 
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■ 

(d). Power and lighting 
communication 

5.89 

0.59 





31.75 

2.24 

29.83 

MMEM 

(iii). 

Miscellaneous cost 

(5% of civil and 
equipment cost) 

1.80 

0.13 

1.90 

0.09 


Total cost for cargo 
handling activity 

37.79 

2.79 

39.83 

1.82 

3. 

Storage activity 




0). 

Civil construction cos: 

Not envisaged 



(a). Tanks 




41.58 

- 


(a). Roads 




0.36 

- 


(b). Building, water 
supply, sewerage, etc 




2.80 



Subtotal 3(i) 




44.74 

- 

(ii). 

Equipment cost 






(a). Pipelines 




2.42 

- 


(b). Fire fighting 
equipments 




4.95 

• 


(c). Power and lighting 
communication 




0.00 



Subtotal 3(ii) 




7.37 

- 

(iii). 

Miscellaneous cost 

(5% of civil and 
equipment cost) 




2.61 



Total cost for Storage 
activity 




54.71 

■ 

4. 

Total berth-wise cost 
(1+2 + 3) 

113.17 

11.22 

163.64 

9.78 

_ 

5. 

Total project cost 

124.39 

1 

i 173.42 


Notes: 

The basis of allocation of common capital cost at main berth to bunker fuel/ other 

POL and LPG is as under: 

(1) . Civil Cost: 

• The capital cost for development of roads is apportioned across 
the two cargo group on the basis of share of berth days (i.e. 
55.72% towards Bunker Fuel/other POL cargo and 44.28% 
towards LPG). 

• For buildings, water supply sewerage etc. ~ the cost of 
development of pump house (fire fighting for Main Berth) of 
Rs.2.10 crores is allocated to LPG while the rest of the cost is 
apportioned across the two cargo on the basis of share of berth 
days. 

(2) . Equipment Cost: 

• Marine Loading / unloading equipment - Rs.2.71 crores directly 
allocated to Bunker Fuel and POL cargo. 

• Pipelines - Rs.0.67 crores allocated to Bunker fuel / POL cargo. 
Rest of the cost apportioned on the basis of share of berth days 
i.e. 55.72% to Bunker fuel I POL cargo and 44.28% towards LPG. 
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Fire Fighting Equipment - Rs.1.01 crores allocated to Bunker fuel 
and POL cargo and Rs.10.20 crores to LPG. 

(iii) . The optimal capacity of the storage tanks (4 nos.) is assessed at 26460 tonnes 

per day considering 70% of the maximum storage capacity of the tanks at 42000 
KL and density of the bunker fuel and POL cargo at 0.9. (0.7 * 42000 * 0 9= 26460 
tons) 

(iv) . Given below is the comparative statement of the charges proposed as per its 

initial and the revised proposal: 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars of the 
tariff 

Initial proposal 

J _ Revised proposal 

Main 

Berth 

Barge 

Loading 

Berth 

Main Berth 

Barge 

Loading Berth 

1 . 

Berth Hire (per GRT 
per hour) 

Rs.1.23 

Rs.2.32 

Rs.1.43 
(foreign- 
going vessel) 


Rs.0.86 

(coastal 

vessel) 

Rs.2.19 

(coastal 

vessel) 

11. 

Handling charges: 

(i). Bunker Fuel 

and other POL 
cargo 
(per ton) 

Rs.22.81 

Rs.5.72 

Rs.21.26 
(both foreign- 
going and 
coastal) 

Rs.4.50 
(both foreign- 
going and 
coastal) 

(ii). LPG 

Rs.129.26 


Rs. 154.72 
(foreign) 


Rs.92.83 

(coastal) 

m. 

Storage charge 

(per ton per day) 

Not proposed 

Rs.18.77 

— 


8-2. In view of the modifications made by the COPT, the revised proposal was 

forwarded to the concerned user associations, the short listed applicants and prospective users to 
furnish their comments to TAMP and to the COPT directly. The port was advised to furnish its 
remarks on receipt of the comments. Indian Oil Corporation Limited, M/s.lOT Infrastructure & 
Energy Services Limited, M/s.Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited and M/s.lMC Limited have 
rioDT comments on the revised proposal to COPT with a copy endorsed to TAMP. The 

COPT has also furnished its remarks on the comments made by these users/ prospective bidders. 

p- On examining the revised proposal and reply furnished, the COPT was vide our 

letter dated 2 August 2010 advised to furnish additional information / clarifications on few more 
points. The COPT has furnished its reply vide letter dated 12 August 2010. A summary of the 
queries raised by us and the clarifications furnished by the COPT are tabulated here below 


SI. 

No. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply furnished by COPT 

0). 

Whilst the port has stated that the cost of 
unloading arm is revised based on new quotation 
(i.e. US $ 4,80,000), it has not furnished detailed 
calculation showing the base rate, exchange rate 
adopted for conversion and the customs/ duties, if 
any. The COPT Is advised to furnish the requisite 
details. It may be explained how the tax benefit 
available for SEZ zone stated to have been 
considered by COPT as per its reply to (ii)(e) is 
factored in this case. 

The details of calculation are presented below: 

Item 

Unit 

Cost 

No. Of 
Units 

Total 

Cost of 8" 
unloading arm 
(wjtfi 3” Vapour 
recovery lines) 

$ 

150,000 

2 

300,000 USD 

CostofERC 

$ 

70,000 

2 

140,000 USD 

Cost of 

installation 

support 

$2,100 

Common 
for all 
units 

2.100 USD 
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Cost of 

workshop and 
site training for 
the equipment 

$1,500 


1.500 USD 

Totai Cost In USD 

$ 443600 

Conversion'Rate (1 S'" July 2010) 

Rs.46.14 per 
USD 

Total Cost of unloading arms 



Presently, the SEZ benefits are not extended to 
the water area. However, considering that a 
permanent structure will be constructed which is 
extending from the SEZ land area, there is a 
scope for getting the SEZ benefits to this marine 
infrastructure as well. It is relevant to state that 
in the case of LNG terminal also, the SEZ 
benefits were extended to the marine structure. 
The BOT operator with the assistance of COPT 
can approach the concerned authorities for 
availing the benefits for this particular area. In 
view of this, the tax elements for which 
exemptions are admissible under SEZ are not 
taken in the cost estimation. Similarly for the 
main and the barge berth, the estimation is 
modified to reflect the tax benefits. 


(ii). 


(a). Explain how 2 hectares of land is 
determined for the purpose of storage tank facility 
envisaged in the revised proposal. 


The area of 2 hectares shall include the area 
required for 4 nos. of storage tanks, safe 
distance to be maintained between the tanks, 
service roads, drainage and office space. 


(b). Please furnish calculation to show that the 
4 storage tanks proposed by the port are 
sufficient to store the optimal capacity of bunker 
fuel and other POL cargo assessed at 3.42 million 
tonnes per annum. If so, then where is the 
question of the port considering to allot additional 
land for storage tank in future. 


The storage capacity is estimated as following: 

Storage capacity = 37800 Tons 

Evacuation rate @ 500 Tons/hour and 19 

hours/day = 9500 Tons/day 

TAMP guidelines prescribe a norm of 16(24*0.7) 
hours. However, in our calculation we have 
taken 19 hours in order to meet the optimal 
capacity of the main berth. 

Storage time = 37800/9500 = 4 days 

Yearly turn around = 90 

Storage capacity = 90*37800 = 3.4 MMTPA 

In addition, the unloading and loading 
operations shall be undertaken simultaneously. 
Hence, the storage capacity is adequate to 
handle optimal capacity. 


(c). If additional land for storage tank is 
envisaged to be allotted by the port in future as 
stated in the reply, then please explain what is the 
recourse available to the terminal operator to 
recover such additional cost of investment as the 
upfront tariff caps (to be) approved by the 
Authority are applicable for the entire project 
period subject to indexation as per clause 2.2. 
read with 2.8. of the upfront tariff guidelines 2008. 


Allotment of additional land is not envisaged at 
this stage in view of our reply at (b) above. 
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The tax benefits for SEZ considered in the capital SEZ benefits have been considered for all the 
cost estimation may be shown item-wise. elements. 


SI. ~| Project Component SEZ Tax 
No. Benefit 

during 

construction 

_ phase _ 

1. Operational Buildings, 
main barge construction 
and barge jetty 

_ construction _ 

2. Services - internal roads, 

_ water supply and drainage 

3. Pipelines - berth to 

exchange pit for die sel, , 

4. Pipelines - exchange pit 

to barge jetty for diesel _ ^ 

5- Pipelines of lube products .. . 

6. Manifolds at Exchange considered 

- P -— for these 

7. Pollution control, pipmpntc 

Illumination, utilities and 

_ common facilities _ 

8. Pipelines from exchange 
pit to and from storage 

_ terminals _ 

9. Storage Tanks _ 

10. Fire protection for storage 

_ tanks _ 

11. Marine loading equipment | _ 

The entire 19 hectares of water area shall not 
be the operational area. The power cost has 
been computed for 20% of the 19 hectares 
water area. This 20% shall be the operational 
area where vessels are berthed, pipelines and 
walkways where lighting is required to be 
provided. 


Power cost estimated by the COPT forms 28% of 
the total operating cost estimated for the main 
berth and 48% of the total operating cost 
estimated for barge berth. The major area 
considered by the COPT for estimating the power 
cost at the main berth and barge berth is water 
area i.e. 19 hectares and land accounts for only 
0.5 hectares. As per the guidelines, the power 
consumption norm of 2.4 lakh unit per hectare is 
prescribed towards the general lighting. Lighting 
and illumination will generally be provided at the 
operational area. In the light of the above 
observation, the port is requested to clarify 
whether the entire 19 hectares of water area will 
be the operational area and also confirm whether 
the lighting facility is envisaged for the entire 
water area as considered by the port. If not, then 
the COPT may consider to make suitable 
modification in the estimation of the power cost. 

It Is observed that the port has adopted the 
highest unit rate of power prescribed for High 
Tension (HT-IU) Commercial HT i.e. energy 
charge at Rs.3.70 per unit and fixed demand 
charge of Rs.350 per KVA/' month. The basis of 
adopting the Commercial HT tariff for estimating 
power cost for the multi user liquid terminal may 
be explained. 

The electricity bill of May 2010 furnished by the 
port shows that the unit rate of power at the COPT 
is Rs.4.78. In this context, justify the reasons for 


No centra! 
taxes 
(excise, 
customs) 
considered 
for these 
elements 


Reference is drawn to the layout of the port 
shown in the Page 15 of the feasibility report. 
The existing port is developed on a standalone 
island - Wellingdon Island and the electricity bill 
of May 2010 is applicable for the port 
development on this Island (which Is a separate 
connection). Development of MULT is coming 
up on Puthuvypeen SEZ where the Port has not 
taken any electricity connection. There is a plan 
to set up a substation on Puthuvypeen SEZ and 
the associated distribution network (Please note 
that utility infrastructure is in the process of 
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adopting higher unit rate of power at 6.17 in the 
upfront tariff determination. 

being developed at this SEZ) - and they will be . 
charged at the HT-IU - commercial rate as 
prescribed by KSEB. Hence the same is taken 
in the proposal. 

(Vi). 

The following genera! conditions may be 
incorporated in the proposed Scale of Rates: 

“The users shall not be required to pay charges 
for delays beyond a reasonable level attributable 
to the terminal operator ." 

“Storage charge on shall not accrue for the period 
when the operator is not in a position Jo 
deliver/load cargo when requested by the user." 

Point Noted and the same shall be included. 

(vii). 

In the revised proposal, the port has estimated 
upfront fee for common user infrastructure at 
Rs.745 lakhs. Please indicate what are common 
user infrastructure facilities proposed to be offered 
and the basis of such valuation at Rs.745 lakhs. 
Also, explain the logic of allocating this cost to the 
main berth, barge berth and storage In the ratio of 
the direct capital cost i.e. 61.85%, 5.60% and 
32.55% respectively. 

It may be noted that in the upfront tariff guidelines 
for liquid terminal, the norm prescribed for 
estimation of miscellaneous cost at 5% of civil 
cost and equipment cost covers upfront fee. 
Hence the deviation made fron, the guidelines for 
estimation of separate upfront fee for common 
user facilities in addition to miscellaneous cost 
may be justified by the port. 

(a) . Puthuvypeen area is an under developed 
area, and COPT has to provide supporting 
Infrastructure like road connectivity, power and 
drainage etc. for the entire SEZ area. This cost 
to be Incurred by COPT shall be shared by 
different co-developers In that area. The BOT 
operator for MULT shall be one of the co¬ 
developers, apart from lOCL, BPCL and 
Petronet LNG Limited (PLL). Since, these are 
the common infrastructure facilities which will 
benefit the BOT operator, a part of this cost 
shall be borne by the BOT operator, which is 
considered in the upfront tariff calculation. In the 
draft concession agreement, payment of 
Rs.7.45 crores for common infrastructure has 
been incorporated as a condition precedent. 

(b) . Rationale for allocating this cost: Common 
user infrastructure includes external roads (to 
the project site) and associated utilities which 
are used by Main Berth, Barge Berth and the 
Storage Terminals. An allocation based on 
direct capital cost will ensure proportionate 
increase on account of the cost towards 
common user Infrastructure, hence the same is 
adopted. 

(c) . The payment envisaged from the BOT 
operator is towards the development of externa! 
roads and associated utilities at Puthuvypeen 
SEZ, It is not in the nature of “upfront fee" as 
contemplated in the TAMP guidelines. 
Consequently, the word “upfront fee” shall be 
replaced by “proportionate cost of common 
infrastructure (to be incurred by COPT)" in the 
revised proposal. 

(d) . It is notable that the valuation of land for 
Puthuvypeen furnished by COPT in the land 
valuation report recently submitted to TAMP in 
the lease rental proposal, considers the base 
value of land in Vallarpadam and has been 
reduced by 20% in view of the fact that it is 
located afar from CBD and there is variation in 
the market value of land. The license fee is for 
the area allotted. The amount proposed to be 
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recovered is for the supporting infrastructure. 
Hence, both need to be considered in the 
upfront proposal. The relevant pages of the land 
valuation report are furnished. 

(viii). 

In the berth hire calculation for barge berth, 
considering the optimal capacity assessed at 3.42 
million tonnes, and the average disposal rate at 
8400 tonnes per day, it will take 406 days (as 
against the norms of 255.5 days = 365* 70%) to 
off load the optimal capacity, in terms of hours it 
will be 9762 hours as against 6132 hours 
considered by the COPT as per norms in the 
calculation. The berth hire calculation may be 
corrected in the light of the above observation. 

The berth hire calculations have been revised in 
the revised proposal. 

(ix). 

The port has in page 8 of the revised proposal 
stated that the common capital cost items such as 
buildings, roads and water supply and drainage 
between the main berth, barge berth and storage 
tank in the ratio of the direct capital cost. Like 
wise, the common costs such as marine fixtures, 
foam based fire fighting, etc., between the main 
berth and the barge berth are allocated in the ratio 
of direct capital cost plus the allocated capital 
cost. The logic of adopting the capital cost as the 
base for allocating the common cost may be 
explained. Can these cost not be allocated on 
more appropriate basis reflecting the services/ 
facilities to be offered by these assets to each of 
the activities? 

The use of common elements - like operation 
buildings, roads, water supply etc cannot be 
attributed to a single activity. Hence it was felt 
that it is fair to allocate it on the basis of direct 
capital cost to ensure that the increase in tariff 
on account of these elements will be 
proportionate across these activities. For 

elements like fire fighting system where the 
capital cost is predominantly due to one 
particular cargo, the same is allocated to that 
cargo. Everywhere else, the logic of direct 
capital cost is followed. 

(X). 

The port has stated that project structure originally 
envisaged has been modified as per the directions 
from the Ministry. A copy of the said direction 
from the Ministry may please be forwarded for our 
records. 

In the project proposal originally submitted to 
Ministry for Public Private Participation 
Appraisal Committee (PPPAC) approval, the 
storage tanks were not included in the scope of 
the BOT operator. After discussion in Feb 2010 
with PPP expert at the ministry, the Port was 
directed to resubmit the PPPAC memo, 
dropping/deleting the deviations from the Model 
Concession Agreement (MCA), and verbally 
directed to restructure the project by including 
the scope of storage requirement. The Project 
structure was accordingly modified. The copy of 
the communication from the Ministry in this 
regard is furnished. 

(xl). 

Please clarify whether from the operational 
functioning of the liquid terminal envisaged by the 
port, it is compulsory for all the bunker fuel and 
other fuel cargo to pass through the storage tank. 

If so, then recognising that the entire cargo will 
pass through the storage tank and that storage in 
tanks is only an intermediary facility before the 
cargo is loaded onto barges, please explain why 
this tariff cannot be a part of the handling charge? 
Incidentally, the upfront tariff guidelines for liquid 
terminal though requires the ports to estimate 
storage tank facility in the capital cost, it does not 
envisage prescription of storage charge 
separately for a liquid terminal. The COPT may 
please examine and clarify this point. 

It is compulsory for all cargo to pass through the 
storage tank. In the proposal dated 30‘^ June, 
2010, separate tariffs were proposed for each 
activity anticipating the involvement of different 
agencies in the operations. However, in view of 
the observations made by TAMP, recognizing 
that storage is not a separate stand alone 
operation, the entire calculation for revenue 
requirement has been merged with the handling 
activity. 

The handling at barge berth is also clubbed and 
a composite rate is proposed. Guidelines 
stipulate 95% of the revenue requirement to be 
apportioned towards handling charges and 5% 
towards miscellaneous charges. However, we 
do not envisage any miscellaneous charges. 
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But to act as a deterrent, and to ensure that the 
cargo at the barge berth is also evacuated in 
coordination with the receipt at the main berth 
and to achieve the optimal capacity of 3.42 
MMTPA of the main berth, it is essential to have 
a deterrent factor. In light of the above, it is 
prudent to prescribe charges for the storage of 
cargo beyond 3 days free period. 3 days is the 
average time required for a parcel size of 25000 
tons to be discharged from the storage tank to 
the barge berth. Hence, it is proposed to 
allocate 5 % of the total revenue requirement 
towards the storage charges and 95% towards 
the handling charge. In the revised proposal, a 
composite handling rate is proposed for 
handling at main berth, storage for 3 days and 
handling at barge berth. Revised calculation is 
furnished. 

(xii). 

Storaae charae - newlv oroDosed in the revised 


oroDosal: 



(a). The guidelines for liquid terminal 

envisages investment on storage tank under civil 
construction cost. As stated earlier, the 

guidelines, do not stipulate prescription of 
separate storage charge for a liquid terminal. The 
reasons for the deviation made from the 
guidelines by proposing a separate rate for 
storage activity based on separate cost 
calculation may be justified. 

Same as SI.No. (xi). 


(b). Explain how the capital cost relating to 

building, water supply and sewerage are relevant 
for storage activity. 

Administration buildings, water supply and 
sewerage are required for managing the storage 
activity hence the cost is allocated. 


(c). No norms are available in the guidelines 

for determining the optimal capacity of storage 
tanks for a liquid terminal. The basis of 
considering the total storage capacity of tanks at 
42000 kilolitres i.e. 10,500 kilolitres per tank may 
be explained. 

j 

The relevance of applying 70% utilisation factor 
for determining the capacity of the storage tanks 
i.e. 37800 tonnes * 70®/o = 26460 tonnes/ day may 
also be explained. 

Storage capacity of 37,800 i.e. 4 tanks of 
10,500 kl each with 0.9 density factor Is 
considered, to meet the optimal capacity 
assuming that cargo is discharged through 
barges @ 9500 tons/day. In the revised 
calculation furnished, the factor of 70% has not 
been considered. 


(d). Considering the storage charge of 

Rs. 18.77 per tonne per day proposed by the 
COPT and the optimal capacity of the bunker fuel 
and POL cargo assessed at 3416723 tonnes and 
assuming cargo avails 1 day storage facility as 
per the COPT proposal, the revenue to be 
recovered from storage charge would be Rs.6.41 
crores (i.e. 3416723 tonnes x Rs. 18.77/ tonne x 1 
day) as against the estimated revenue 
requirement of Rs.18.13 crores from this service. 
Please remove the inconsistency and show that 
the proposed storage charge can adequately 
cover the revenue requirement estimated from 
this service. 

The storage charges are revised as explained in 
12(a) above. It is crucial that the storage facility 
is optimally utilized and the cargo stored is 
evacuated at the rate of 9500 tons/day so as to 
achieve the optimal capacity of the terminal. It is 
therefore, proposed to prescribe a separate 
storage rate to act as a deterrent for overstay of 
cargo beyond the free period of 3 days required 
for evacuation of cargo from the day following 
the date of last cargo discharged from the 
vessel. The revised calculation Is furnished. 


(e). The basis of adopting average disposal 

rate of bunker fuel to the barges at 8400 tonnes/ 

The same has been modified to 9500 Tons/day 
by assuming a loading rate of 500 tonnes/hour 
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day at the barge loading berth may be explained. 

(based on feasibility report given by I PA page 
142 - discharge from barge loading berth at 500 
tonnes per hour) and assuming 19 hr operations 
in a day. Kindly refer our comment at il(b). 


(f). Considering the average disposal rate of 

8400 tonnes / day at the barge loading berth and 
number of hours at 6132 as considered by the 
COPT in the berth hire calculation (converted into 
days I.e. 255.5 days), the total quantum of bunker 
fuel that can be offloaded onto the barges will be 
2.146 million tonnes (8400 tonnes / day * 255.5 
days) as against the optimal capacity of this cargo 
assessed at 3.416 million tonnes. There is, 
therefore, some Inconsistency in the calculation 
which may please be corrected. 

The average disposal rate has been modified to 
9500 Tons/day. Accordingly, the modified berth 
hire calculations are modified. 


(g). Number of barges assumed to be berthed 

simultaneously at the barge loading berth for 
loading bunker fuel cargo may be indicated. 
Please show how they are factored in the 
calculation of storage charge and berth hire 
charge also. 

Only one barge is envisaged at one time at the 
Barge Loading Berth. The calculation of GRT 
hours is shown as following: 

GRT of the barge - 1300 

Number of barges required to deliver optimal 
capacity = 2441 (3.41 MMT/1400 Tons per 
barge) 

Hours required for loading each barge - 
1400/500 = 2.8 hours 

Total GRT hours - 2.8*1300*2441 = 8883480 



Above GRT hours have been used to estimate 
berth hire charges. 


(h). Based on the average loading rate onto 

barge assumed by the port at 8400 tonnes/ day, it 
will take 4.5 days to evacuate 37800 tonnes of 
cargo stored in the tank at a particular time. 
Even if for the time being storage capacity of 
tanks is considered at 26460 tonnes as factored 
by the COPT, it will take 3.15 days to evacuate i 
the said cargo. The proposed storage charge of 
Rs.18.77 tonnes/ per day does not recognise the 
average number of days the liquid cargo is likely 
to attract storage charge beyond the free period. 
The unit rate may be modified in the light of our 
observation giving the impact of the time factor. 

The storage rate has been modified. 


(i). Since the cargo proposed to be handled 

is multi user, clarify the mechanism envisaged to 
differentiate the liquid cargo of same category 
belonging to different users for the purpose of levy 
of storage charge. 

The concessionaire shall store the liquid cargo 
of different users in different tanks and meter 
the inflow and outflow from each tank, to 
ascertain the storage charges accrued to each 
user. 


(j). Storage charge is leviable after a 

prescribed free period which is evident from the 
upfront tariff guidelines prescribed for other cargo 
terminals, in this context, the port may propose 
suitable free period for liquid cargo beyond which 
storage charge is leviable. The general conditions 
relating to commencement of free period days, 
days excluded in the computation of free period 
may be incorporated, if storage charge is to be 
prescribed separately. 

Since the capital cost of storage activity is now 
considered as a part of the composite handling 
rate, a free period of 3 days is prescribed. Free 
period shall commence from the day following 
the date of last cargo discharged from the 
vessel. 

(xiii). 

Additional clarification on maintenance dredging 
furnished by the port. 

The MULT has a berth basin similar to the 
Cochin Oil Terminal. The basin area for COT is 
about 22.5 Ha and the maintenance dredging 
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quantity is 0.674 million cu.m. The maintenance 
dredging cost for the last two years for the (@ 
Rs.52.5/cu.m) and Rs.3.94 crores 
(Rs.58.5/cu.m) respectively. 

In the case of MULT the maintenance dredging 
quantity is 0.42 million cu.m, since the area of 
the basin is less. A rate of Rs.60/- cu.m has 
been adopted for estimation and the cost 
worked out to Rs.2.52 crores seems 
_ reasonable. _ 

10. Subsequent to furnishing the replies to the queries raised, the COPT has vide 

email dated 13 August 2010 and 18 August 2010 furnished a revised cost statement. The main 
modifications done by the COPT in its revised cost statements dated 13 August 2010 with 
reference to the earlier revised propo^-al dated 30 June 2010 is summarised below: 

(i) . (a). The tax benefits for SEZ is factored in the cost estimation of the marine 

loading equipment which was not considered earlier. 

(b) . The exchange rate for conversion of dollar into rupee Is updated to the 

prevailing rate i.e. 1 US $ = Rs.46.70 (ET dated 12.08.2010). 

(c) . In view of the above modifications, the project capital cost In the final 

revised proposal is estimated at Rs.17296.55 lakhs as against 
Rs.17341.52 lakhs estimated in its earlier revised proposal. 

(ii) . (a). The common capital cost for roads, operational buildings, pollution control 

facilities and the proportionate share of expenditure payable to COPT for 
common infrastructure, etc. were earlier apportioned for each activities 
viz. main berth, barge berth, storage and the cost allocated to main berth 
was apportioned between LPG and bunker fuel In the share of berth days 
i.e. 55.72% for bunker fuel and 44.28% for LPG. In the revised 
calculation, the total of such common costs are allocated between the 
bunker fuel / other POL cargo and the LPG in the ratio of share of berth 
days resulting in increase in the capital cost for LPG cargo. 

(b). In the capital cost estimation for berthing services, the capital cost of 
marine fixtures Rs.10.87 lakhs earlier allocated to barge berth has now 
been shifted to main berth and reasons therefor are not explained. 

(iii) . (a). The power cost is estimated for 20% of the 19 hectares of water area 

stated to be the operational area. 

The power cost thus estimated is for total 6.3 hectares constituting of land 
area 2.5 hectares and 20% of the total water area i.e. 3.8 hectares 
adopting the unit rate of 6.17. The power consumption of 2.4 lakh units 
per hectare is considered as per the norm prescribed in the guidelines. 

The total power cost is allocated between the two cargo groups in the 
share of berth days. 

(b). License fee is also estimated for the total area and then allocated 
between the two cargo groups in the share of berth days. 

(iv) . The port has vide email dated 18 August 2010 confirmed that the average size of 

the barge at 1300 GRT and the parcel size of the barge 1400 tones considered in 
the calculation of berth hire for barge berth are based on the Feasibility Report of 
this Project submitted by IPA (Page No.143. 144 & 145 of Feasibility Report) and 
hence it is in order. 
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(v). The revised capital cost and revenue requirement estimated by the COPT vis-a- 
vis its proposal dated 30 June 2010 is tabulated below: 


(Rs. in lakhs) 



COPT proposal dated 30 June 2010 

Revised calculation of COPT 
dated 13 August 2010 

1 Main berth 

Barge berth 

Bunker fuel/ 
other POL 
cargo 

LPG 

Bunker 
fuel/ other 
POL cargo 

LP6 

(i). Capital Cost 






(a). Handling 

activity 

1703.59 

2278.61 

182.36 

7115.88 

2475.12 

(b). Berth service 

6909.99 

795.56 

Main berth 

Barge berth 

6920.86 

784.70 

(c). Storage 

5471.41 



Capital cost for handling 
includes storage related 
cost and barge activity cost 

Total 

17341.52 

17291 

5.55 













- Operating cost 

453.76 

469.11 

124.56 

705.18 

470.63 

• 16% ROCE 

272.57 

364.58 

29.18 

1138.54 

^ 396.02 

Total 


833.69 

153.73 

1843.72 

866.65 

(b). Storage charge 




Storage and handling at 
barge berth form part of 
composite handling activity 

- Operating cost 

937.84 

- 


-16% ROCE 

875.43 

- 

- 


1813.26 

- 

- 


Main berth 



Barge berth 

- Operating cost 

592.84 

47.54 

593.42 

46.96 

-16% ROCE 

1105.60 

127.29 

1107.34 

125.55 

Total 

1698.44 

174.84 

1700.76 

172.52 


(vi). (a). In the earlier revised proposal of 30 June 2010, the COPT had proposed 

separate tariff for each activities viz. handling of bunker fuel and POL 
cargo at main berth, storage charge and handling at barge berth. In the 
revised proposal, the COPT has proposed a single composite rate for 
handling bunker fuel and other POL cargo at main berth, transfer to 
storage tank through pipelines, storing the cargo with allowance for 3 days 
free period, transfer to barge berth through pipelines and loading It onto 
the barge berth. 


(b). The upfront tariff proposed by the COPT as per the final revised 
calculation is given below: 


> Berth hire charges: 


Classification 

Foreign-going vessel 

Coastal vessel 

Main Berth 

Rs.1.42 per GRT per 
hour 

Rs.0.85 per GRT per 
hour 

Barge Berth 

- 

Rs.1.94 per GRT per 
hour 
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> Composite handling charges: 


Handling charges 

Rs, per ton 

(i). Bunker Fuel and other POL Cargo for both 
Foreign going vessels and Coastal vessels 

53.96 

(ii). LPG - Foreign going vessels 

161.20 

(iii). LPG - Coastal vessels 

96.72 


NOTES: 


Composite handling charges covers the following: 

1. Bunker fuel: Bunker fuel unloaded at main berth from the 
vessel, transporting through pipe lines to storage tanks 
through exchange pit, storing the fuel for 3 days in the 
storage tanks, thereafter transported to barge berth 
through pipe lines and through exchange pit and loaded 
to the barges. 

2. LPG: It includes wharfage, unloading facility provided and 
other ancillaries services 

> Storage charges: 

Rs. per tonne / day 


(i). 

Free period 

3 days 

(ii). 

Storage charge: 



(a). First 2 days after free period 

5.40 


(b). 3"“ day - 4"' day 

8.09 


(c). 5**' day onwards 

10.79 


(c). The port proposed to delete the note (4) proposed earlier about levy of 
additional berth hire for keeping adjacent berth vacant on the grounds that 
at the main berth only one vessel can be accommodated at a time and 
hence there wilt not be a scope for accepting the users request for 
adjacent berth to be kept vacant. 

11 . The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website httD:/ytariffauthoritv.gov.in . 

12. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 
this case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The proposal of Cochin Port Trust (COPT) in reference is to fix upfront tariff for a 

multi-user liquid terminal berth to be developed at Puthuvypeen on Public Private 
Participation (PPP) basis for handling Bunker fuel, other POL cargo and LPG. As 
per clause 2.2. of the upfront tariff guidelines of 2008, the tariff caps to be 
prescribed now shall apply to all the projects to be bid out for handling identical 
cargo viz. Bunker fuel/ other POL cargo and LPG at Cochin Port Trust during the 
next 5 years. 

(ii) . (a). As brought out in the earlier part of this Order, the COPT has revised its 

initial proposal twice. The original proposal filed by the COPT did not 
envisage the BOT operator to provide the storage facility ac the multi-user 
liquid terminal. Some of the prospective bidders like M/s.lMC, Chennai 
and Punj Lloyd Ltd. - Consortium raised a concern that storage tank 
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facility is not made an integral part of the facility. The upfront tariff 
guidelines for liquid terminal include provision of storage tanks. The port 
was, therefore, advised to explain the reasons for deviation from the 
guidelines and to clarify the evacuation facility envisaged for liquid 
terminal. The port has reported that this deviation from the guidelines was 
also verbally pointed out in a discussion with the Ministry of Shipping 
when the port was advised to restructure its proposal to include storage 
tank facility and hence the scope of the project has been modified in the 
revised proposal dated 30 June 2010, a good 4 months after the joint 
hearing In this case was held. The COPT has proposed to allot 2 
hectares of land for development of storage tank and has also proposed 
separate storage charge in the said revised proposal. 

(b) . It is notable that the tariff guidelines of 2008 does not envisage 

prescription of storage charge based on stand alone costing for the 
storage facilities. The capital cost related to storage facility form part of 
the capital cost of the cargo handling activity. The guidelines for all types 
of terminals envisage determination of annual revenue requirement for 
cargo handling activity based on the relevant capital and operating costs 
and apportion the revenue requirement in the range of 90% to 98% for 
determining the handling rate and to apportion the balance to derive the 
rate for storage charge and miscellaneous services. 

(c) . The revised proposal dated 30 June 2010 does not reflect the position 

explained above, though the port claimed that the entire Bunker fuel / POL 
cargo would essentially pass through the tank farms. One being pointed 
out the guidelines position, the COPT modified its proposal vide its letter 
dated 13 August 2010. In the final revised proposal, port has proposed a 
composite handling rate for bunker fuel and POL cargo instead of 
separate rate proposed earlier for individual services on a stand alone 
calculation. While doing so, separate storage charge is proposed 
apportioning 5% of the estimated annual revenue requirement instead of 
the rate derived on stand alone costing earlier. 

(lii). The COPT has in general complied with the guidelines issued for upfront tariff 
setting vide Notification No.TAMP/52/2007-Misc. dated 26 February 2008. 
Deviations proposed in some of the norms / parameters are, inter alia, discussed 
in the subsequent paragraphs. 

(iv). Optimal Capacity : 

The optimal capacity of the main berth is calculated at 4095542 tonnes of which 
3416723 tonnes pertain to Bunker fuel and other POL cargo and 678819 tonnes of 
LPG. The optima! capacity of the barge loading berth is pegged at the optimal 
capacity for handling bunker fuel and other POL cargo at the main berth i.e. 
3416723 tonnes as explained hereunder: 

(a). The share of bunker fuel / other POL cargo and LPG is estimated at 
83.43% and 16.57% reportedly based on the traffic expected to be 
handled in the year 2023-24. For determining the optimal capacity, the 
share of the two cargo groups is converted in terms of berth days 
reckoning the handling rate of each type of cargo groups and Is 
considered at 55.7196% for bunker fuel and other POL cargo and 
44.2804% for LPG. The port has not separately given the share of other 
POL cargo on the ground that it would be negligible. This has been 
endorsed by some of the prospective bidders / users. In any case, this 
factor may not have any impact on the final outcome as the handling rate 
of POL is the same as that of bunker fuel, The share of cargo capacity 
considered by the COPT is relied upon in this analysis. 
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(b). The handling rate for bunker fuel / other POL cargo is considered at 
24.000 tonnes per day and the handling rate for LPG at 6,000 tonnes per 
day as per the norms for handling rate prescribed in the upfront tariff 
guidelines. 

The Indian Oil Corporation Limited (lOCL) has requested to consider a 
higher handling rate of 520 tonnes per hour for LPG cargo considering the 
advance technology available and recognising the cargo mix of butane 
and propane at 80:20. 

Dismissing the claim made by lOCL. the COPT has insisted that handling 
norms as prescribed In the guidelines should only be considered. The 
argument of COPT is that the investment In higher technology should be 
commensurate with the traffic and the lOCL who will be the sole user of 
LPG facility has neither committed any minimum traffic guarantee nor has 
it guaranteed the cargo-mix of butane and propane at the level of 80:20. 
Traffic projection for Bunker fuel considered even after about 20 year will 
be lower than the capacity determined as per the norms. Therefore, 
increasing the LPG handling rate will only artificially reduce the cost to be 
shared by lOCL. Another notable point is that the capacity of storage 
tanks and the evacuation facility assessed at barge berth which itself Is 
after improving the utilisation factor cannot match the increased capacity 
of Bunker Fuel / POL cargo by the lOCL. 

The demand of lOCL is to improve upon the norms prescribed in the 
guidelines. However, in the absence of demand more than 0.6 million 
tonnes, which is projected by the COPT, the suggestion of the port to 
determine optimal capacity as per norms is considered. 

(c) . M/s.Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited have pointed out the time 

required for the terminal to achieve the capacity and have requested to 
consider capacity utilisation at lower levels in the initial year and increase 
it gradually. M/s.lOT Infrastructure & Energy Services Limited have also 
echoed the same concern. 

It has to be recognised that upfront tariff is to be fixed based on the 
optimal capacity irrespective of traffic likely to be handled. As required by 
the guidelines, the upfront tariff fixation exercise will recognise only the 
optimal capacity of the terminal determined based on the given formula. It 
is for the concerned bidders to assess volume build up while formulating 
their financial bid. 

(d) . I ne proposal envisages unloading of bunker fuel and POL cargo at the 

main terto. transfer through pipelines to storage tanks and then loading 
onto barges. The guidelines of 2008 do not prescribe any handling norms 
for loading 'iquid cargo onto barges. Since the entire bunker fuel / POL 
cargo to I j -mloaded at the main berth capacity level of 3.42 Million 
Tonnes (MT) per annum will be evacuated through barges, the optimal 
capacity of barge berth is also taken at 3.42 MT per annum. The 
unloading rate of bunker fuel / other POL cargo is considered at 500 
tonnes / hour based on the feasibility report which is relied upon in the 
absence of any separate norm available for loading cargo onto barges. 

At the unloading rate adopted by the COPT and adhering to the 70% 
utilisation factor prescribed in the guidelines, the optimal capacity of barge 
berth would be 3.06 Milliori Tonnes (MT) per annum i.e. (500 * 24 hours * 
365 * 70%). Citing that evacuation at the barge berth is crucial for 
achieving the productivity and the optimal capacity determined for the 
main berth, the COPT has proposed the capacity of the barge berth at 
3.42 MT per annum by improving the utilisation factor prescribed in the 
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guidelines so as to avoid mismatch between the optimal capacity of the 
main berth and barge berth. For the reasons cited by the port and also 
recognising that the entire Bunker and POL cargo handled at the main 
berth has to necessarily avail the evacuation facility at the barge berth, the 
optimal capacity of the barge berth assessed by the COPT at 3.42 MT is 
accepted. 

(v). Capital Cost : 

(a) . In the first revised proposal dated 30 June 2010, the common capital cost 

on roads, pipelines, buildings, water supply, proportionate share payable 
to the port for common infrastructure, etc., were allocated to each 
activities i.e. main berth, barge berth and storage and the cost of main 
berth were distributed between bunker fuel cargo / other POL cargo and 
LPG based on the share of berth days of the respective cargo group. 
While proposing composite rate for bunker fuel/ POL cargo in the 
subsequent proposal of August 2010, the port has allocated the entire 
common capital cost only between the two cargo groups in the share of 
berth days. The license fee and power cost is also estimated on totality 
and allocated between the two cargo items in the share of berth days. 
The revised method of allocation adopted by COPT is found to cast a 
disproportionate burden on LPG cargo as it does not follow the broad 
location specific allocation and then to apportion between cargo. 

Since the proposal does not envisage LPG cargo to use the storage 
facility and barge berth which are created for handling bunker fuel/ other 
POL cargo, it is unreasonable to burden the LPG traffic with the common 
capital and the operating cost of the storage facility and barge berth. With 
a view to ensure correct allocation of common capital and operating cost, 
the basis adopted for capital cost allocation followed in the first revised 
proposal dated 30 June 2010 is relied upon alongwith the information / 
clarifications furnished during the processing of this case subject to the 
modifications made as explained in the subsequent paragraphs. • 

(b) . The objection raised by the lOCL on the allocation of foam based fire 

fighting to LPG has been addressed by the port in the revised proposal 
and the cost is directly allocated to bunker fuel and POL cargo. With 
reference to the another point made by the lOCL that fire fighting system 
other than foam based should also be apportioned to both the cargo 
groups, the COPT has clarified that LPG cargo is categorised as Class I 
product - extremely flammable whereas the bunker fuel in Class III 
classified as combustible. The fire protection has to be designed to 
comply the requirement of Oil Industry Safety Directorate (OISD) under 
the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas. The OISD standards are 
stringent for LPG which would drive the major cost for the fire fighting 
system and hence it would be unfair to allocate this cost to bunker fuel. 
The other points made by the lOCL on allocation of other common capital 
cost on pipelines, buildings, water supply etc., has been addressed by the 
COPT. The allocation of capital cost adopted by the COPT In its letter 
dated 30 June 2010 is relied upon and considered. However, the capital 
cost allocated for each of the locational activities of handling cargo at 
main berth, storing at tanks, loading onto barges on stand alone basis are 
taken together. The capital cost of marine loading.equipment is updated 
as per the revised estimates furnished by the port in its letter dated 13 
August 2010 reckoning the tax benefit for this item and updated exchange 
rate. The capital cost for LPG cargo is considered as estimated by the 
COPT in its letter dated 30 June 2010. 

(c) . The liquid terminal to be developed is reported to be in the Special 

Economic Zone (SEZ) in Puthuvypeen and the concerned BOT operator 
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will be reportedly inducted as a co-developer of the SEZ. The tax benefits 
available to the developers of SEZ are reportedly considered in the 
estimation of capital cost. When a clarification was sought on the tax 
benefit considered in the estimated capital cost of the marine loading / 
unloading equipment, the port has submitted that the SEZ area is not 
extended to the water area and tax exemption on this equipment was not 
considered in the original as well as in the revised proposal of 30 June 
2010. However, considering that the jetty where the loading equipment 
would be installed would be an extension from the land area demarcated 
as SEZ, the port has reviewed its earlier stand. It has relied upon the 
approval granted to the adjacent LNG terminal where the SEZ benefits 
were extended for the marine infrastructure. The port has, therefore, 
submitted that the BOT operator can apply for extension of SEZ benefits 
to the marine infrastructure to be developed. Consequently, the effect of 
taxation is excluded from the capital cost estimate of marine loaders/ 
unloaders. Since the operator of the multi user liquid terminal will be a co¬ 
developer of the SEZ and the marine infrastructure is an approved service 
in the SEZ, as evident from the approval granted to the adjacent terminal, 
the submissions of COPT are relied upon. 

(d)., The capital estimates include Rs.7.45 crores payable to the COPT for 
common infrastructure facilities to be developed by the port which was 
earlier termed as upfront payment. In the upfront tariff guidelines for liquid 
terminal, the estimation of miscellaneous capital cost at 5% of civil cost 
and equipment cost covers upfront fee apart from other items. 

It is relevant to mention that in the upfront tariff fixed for coal handling at 
General Cargo Berth and multipurpose cargo handling terminal at 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT), upfront payment to be made by the 
operator to VPT for the partly constructed berth handed over by the port to 
the operator was allowed on the logic that otherwise the operator would 
have incurred the cost for construction. In the instant case, the estimate 
of Rs.7.45 crores included in the capital cost is towards for the common 
infrastructure to be developed by the port which would be outside the area 
earmarked for the terminal. 

The port has clarified that the payment is not in the nature of upfront fee 
contemplated in the guidelines. The BOT operator for the liquid terminal 
will be one of the co-developers of the SEZ, apart from lOCL, BPCL and 
Petronet LNG Limited (PLL). The cost to be incurred by the port for 
providing supporting general infrastructure like road connectivity, power, 
and drainage for the entire SEZ area need to be shared by the co¬ 
developers. The port has further submitted that the concession 
agreement to be signed will include the payment of Rs.7.45 crores by the 
BOT operator to COPT for development of common infrastructure in the 
SEZ area as a condition precedent. 

It is understood from the COPT that the SEZ area may be allotted to 
different Export Oriented Units. It is not made clear by the port whether 
any financial benefit other than SEZ tax benefit is likely to accrue to the 
BOT operator in future being the co-dqveloper. Based on the 
submissions/ clarification furnished by the port for recognising the 
proportionate share of expense. I.B. Rs.7.45 crores payable by the liquid 
terminal, this item which is included under the head building, water supply 
and sewage is considered as the part of capital estimates subject to the 
condition that if in future any other financial benefit accrues to the operator 
as the co-developer of the SEZ area, then the position should be reported 
by the COPT and the BOT operator and in that event, the tariff approved 
now will be reset maintaining the annual revenue requirement estimated 
in this exercise. 
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(e) . The break up of capitri cost estiiPated for the multi-user liquid terminal Is 

explained hereuii^er: 

> Handling Activity : 

(i) . Civil Construction Cost: 

The upfront tariff guidelines broadly indicate the civil 
works involved for liquid terminal and require the port to 
estimate civil cost. The items considered under civil 
works adhere to the normative list of items stipulated In 
the guidelines. The guidelines stipulate that the civil cost 
will be as estimated by the concerned port trust. The- 
estimates of civil cost as estimated by COPT are 
considered in this analysis. 

(ii) . Equipment cost; 

The items considered by the COPT for estimating the 
equipment cost adhere to the broad list of equipments 
prescribed in the guidelines for liquid terminal. The port 
has proposed two unloading arm at the main berth for 
handling bunker fuel/ POL cargo. For LPG, unloading 
arm is proposed to be deployed by the lOCL and hence 
not included in the capital cost estimation. 

(iii) . Miscellaneous Cost: 

The miscellaneous capital cost is considered at 5% of the 
aggregate of the civil and equipment cost as per the 
norms prescribed in the guidelines. 

> Berthing activity : 

As per the upfront tariff guidelines, the capital cost for berth hire 
services shall include cost of construction of berth and cost of 
dredging, if any, carried out alongside the berth. The capital cost 
estimated by the COPT for berthing activity reportedly includes 
cost of construction of the jetties as well as cost of capital 
dredging along side the berth. The total capital cost estimated for 
berthing service including capita! dredging is Rs.6909.99 lakhs for 
main berth and Rs.795.56 lakhs. 

(f) . M/s.lMC Limited have observed that the storage capacity of 42,000 KL 

comprising four tanks may not be adequate for achieving the optimal 
capacity of bunker fuel and other POL cargo. The COPT has furnished an 
analysis to show the adequacy of storage capacity duly taking into 
account the loading capacity of the barge berth. 

(g) . M/sjOT Infrasifucture & Energy Services Limited are of the view that the 

caprtal cost eMiniated by the COPT is under valued as the project 
estimates have been done in 2008 when prices of all commodities like 
steei, cement, etc. were very low. The Cochin Port Trust has confirmed 
that at the instance of some of the prospective bidders and based on the 
advice rendered by this Authority, it has reviewed all cost elements and 
revised the estimates based on recent budgetary offers, so as to reflect 
current market prices. Despite specific requ st. the COPT has, however, 
not furnished supporting documents / rate natysis etc., to validate the 
est!rT! 3 tes of capital cost with reference :: cost of berth, the unit rate 
adopted for civil worn. The port has cccc - c.i that the departmental rates 
for recerstly tendered works in COPT '■ e oeen adopted for estimating 
the civil works in is revised proposal. For pipelines, the COPT has 


f IM ipiMOIII 





{W\ 4] 




75 


furnished the working but it is not supported by any budgetary quotations. 
The estimation of marine loading and storage tanks is based on budgetary 
rates recently obtained from the suppliers and has been substantiated 
with documentary evidence. The exchange rate applied by the COPT for 
conversion of budgetary quotations in foreign currency is 1 US$ = 
Rs.46.70 which matches with the rate prevailing at the time of analysis of 
this case. The dvil and equipment cost estimates prepared by the port 
are with provision for contingencies to take care of any requirement which 
is not envisaged in the estimates, and engineering / supervision charge. 
Service tax considered on the dredging cost. The port has confirmed 
that the tax benefits for SEZ has been recognised in the estimation of the 
capital cost. The capital cost estimates furnished by the COPT are relied 
upon and considered in this analysis. 

(h) . The total caoita! cost is estimated at Rs. 172965 lakhs. Of the total capital 

cost, Rs.CSl lakhs is for cargo handling facility which is apportioned at 
Rs.7312.39 lakhs for Bunker fuel/ POL handling and Rs.2278.61 lakhs for 
LPG. Rs.6909.99 lakhs is for berthing facility at the main berth and 
Rs.795.56 lakhs is for the barge berth. 

(i) . Return on Capital Employed is calculated at 16% of the total capital cost 

for the respective activities. For the handling activity, the ROCE works out 
to Rs.1169.98 lakhs for Bunker fuel/ POL cargo, Rs.364.58 lakhs for 
handling LPG. The ROCE for berth hire service is Rs.1105.60 lakhs for 
main berth and Rs.127.29 lakhs for barge berth. 

(vi). Operating Cost: 

(a) . The port had initially estimated the power cost for the entire water area of 

19 hectares and the land area of 2.5 hectares proposed to be allotted I.e. 
21.5 hectares. As per the guidelines, the power consumption norm of 2.4 
lakh unit per hectare is prescribed towards the general lighting and 
illumination which will generally be provided at the operational area. On 
being pointed out, it has subsequently revisited its proposal and scaled 
down the estimated power cost with reference to water area. In the-final 
revised working, port has considered 20% of the v^ter area i.e. 3.8 
hectares would be the operational area for which power cost is estimated 
following the consumption norm prescribed in the guidelines. The total 
power cost estimated for 2.5 hectares of land area and 20% of the water 
area i.e. 3.8 hectares has been proposed to be allocated between the two 
cargo groups in the share of berth days. 

The revised allocation of power cost made by COPT between the two 
cargo groups in the final revised proposal is found to cast a 
disproportionate burden on LPG cargo by not resorting to broad location 
specific allocation and then to apportion between cargo. For reasons 
stated eariier, the method of allocation followed by the port in its earlier 
proposal dated 30 June 2010 is relied upon and the revised area to be 
illuminated is taken into account. 

The unit rate of power considered by the port for estimating the power 
cost is Rs.6.17 which is reportedly the HT-IU - commerciai rate prescribed 
by Kerala State Electricity Board (KSEB) is relied upon. It is relevant to 
state that for another private container terminai operating in the COPT, i.e. 
India Gateway Terminal Private Limited (IGTPL) which is not in the same 
SEZ area, the estimated power cost reported was Rs.6.87 for the year 
2009-10. 

(b) . The repairs and maintenance cost are estimated at 1% on the civil assets 

and 2% on the mechanical and electrical equipment, insurance cost and 
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other expenses are estimated at 1 % each of the gross fixed assets as per 
the norms prescribed in the guidelines. 

(c) . Deprecation on tankages, pipelines and power and lighting is computed 

@ 13.91%, 10.34% for marine loading / unloading equipment and fire 
fighting equipment and 3.34% for building, water supply and sewage, etc., 
which is found to be as per the depreciation rates prescribed In the 
Companies Act for the relevant group of assets and hence is accepted. 

The depreciation rate adopted by the COPT on road is 1.63%. The 
Companies Act prescribes depreciation rate of 1.63% for Building other 
than factory building. Depreciation Schedule in the Companies Act do not 
indicate a separate rate for road, in the upfront tariff at other major ports 
like the Visakhapatnam Port Trust, Paradip Port Trust, Mormugao Port 
Trust, etc., depreciation on road has been estimated at 3.34% for all kinds 
of civil works Including road, on the analogy that the investment on roads 
needs to be written off in 30 years, which is the concession period. That 
being so, in our calculation, the depreciation on road Is computed at 
3.34%. 

The port has omitted to compute depreciation on the capital cost of 
Rs.4158 lakhs on storage tank. In our calculation, this has been 
considered. 

(d) . The lease rental is estimated on the land area of 2.5 hectares and on the 

19 hectares of the water area. The COPT in the revised proposal has 
adopted the rate at Rs.29,65,482/- per hectare per annum for SEZ area at 
Puthuvypeen as per the lease rental approved by this Authority in Order 
NO.TAMP/33/2007-COPT dated 4 May 2010. 

License fee on the water area is estimated at 1/3^ of the rate prescribed 
for the adjacent land. The lease rent prescribed in the Scale of Rates is 
applicable for the port lands and not for water area. When the port was 
advised to substantiate the deviation with reference to the Government 
policy or any other guidelines on the subject, the port has admitted that it 
is not based on Government policy or other guidelines but is a convention 
followed by the port. The port has justified that lower lease rent is 
collected on water area as only the bed of back waters is made available 
by the port and the activities like reclamation of the land, construction of 
berth / jetty etc. are done by the users and this approach has been 
followed for such allotments done to Cochin Shipyard, Kerala Fine Arts 
Society and Lakshwadeep Administration. 

Whilst the Government guidelines stipulate principles for determining the 
lease rental of Major Port Trusts, it is not explicit about the rate to be 
adopted for water area is licenced for use of any private party. There is 
no uniformity in application amongst different Major Port Trusts on the 
license fee / lease rent on the water area licensed by the port. 

The matter has been referred to the Ministry of Shipping vide our letter 
dated 9 June 2010 to evolve necessary guidelines / principles for 
determination of rates on water area for common application at all the 
Major Port Trusts. The response of the Government is not received till 
finalization of this case. In the absence of any clear cut guidelines 
available in this regard at this juncture, the methodology followed by 
COPT for estimating the lease rental on water area is allowed. 

The allocation of license fee between the two cargo groups is, however, 
retained as per its earlier proposal dated 30 June 2010 for reasons cited 
earlier. 







iw\ 4] 


wnf : 


T1 


(vii). (a). The guidelines require the operating cost for the berthing sen/ice to be 
estimated at 1 % of the berth cost. 

(b) . Maintenance cost of berth is to be estimated at 1% on the capital cost of 

berth construction and the cost of dredging along side the berth. Based 
on the norms prescribed, the maintenance cost on the dredging should be 
Rs.14.07 lakhs for main berth and Rs.0.47 lakhs for barge berth. As 
against this, the COPT has estimated the maintenance dredging cost at 
Rs.252 lakhs for main berth and Rs.6.00 lakhs for barge berth. Pointing 
out high siltation rate at its waters, the port has submitted that the basin at 
the proposed liquid terminal is comparable to the basin of Cochin OH 
Terminal (COT). From the actual maintenance dredging cost incurred by 
the port for the COT basin at the level Rs.3.54 crores and Rs.3.94 crores 
respectively in the last two years 2008-09 and 2009-10, it is felt that the 
estimation of maintenance dredging cost for the liquid terminal as per the 
norms may not suffice. The port has estimated 0.42 million cubic metre of 
silt will have to be dredged annually at the liquid terminal as against 0.674 
million cu.m, of siltation dredged at COT basin since the area of the basin 
at the proposed liquid terminal is comparatively less. For barge berth, the 
COPT has estimated 10,000 cubic metre to be dredged by the BOT 
operator. 

It has to be recognised that in the instant case, apart from dredging along 
side the berth, the BOT operator has to incur capital dredging for the 
exclusive channel to the jetty branching from the main channel and also 
incur maintenance dredging thereon. The port has stated that the 
Concession Agreement will provide a clause requiring the Concessionaire 
to maintain a minimum draft of 12 mtrs. 

Clause 3.2. of the guidelines for upfront tariff setting give flexibility to this 
Authority to make necessary adjustment in the norms based on 
justification furnished by the port and in view of port specific conditions 
having impact on the norms prescribed in the guidelines. 

In view of clarification furnished by the port, this Authority accepts the 
estimated maintenance dredging cost. 

The unit rate of maintenance dredging considered by the COPT is Rs.60/ 
cubic metre reportedly based on the actual unit cost of Rs.52.5/cu.m and 
Rs.58.5/cu.m, incurred by the port in the last two years. Since the 
estimates furnished by the port are reportedly based on the actuals, they 
are relied upon. 

(c) . The COPT has considered insurance @ 1% on the berth .cost and 

depreciation @ 3.34% on the aggregate capital cost relating to the 
berthing activity. Maintenance cost is estimated at 1% onlv on the 
construction of berth cost and maintenance dredging cost is estimated 
separately based on the siltation level assessed for the proposed terminal. 

Although the guidelines restrict the operating cost at 1% of the berth cost, 
the asset requires adequate insurance coverage and the fact that the 
value of asset will depreciate due to wear and tear also cannot be denied. 
While fixing upfront berth hire this position was recognized and the cost of 
Insurance and depreciation were considered to assess the Annual 
Revenue Requirement from berthing service with reference to upfront tariff 
fixation of other Major Port Trusts. 

It is brought out here that the insurance cost considered by the port in 
upfront tariff fixation of berth hire of various terminals is 1% on the total 
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berth hire activity which has been allowed by this Authority. In the instant 
case the insurance and maintenance cost has been estimated at 1% only 
on the berth construction cost as the maintenance dredging cost is 
estimated separately based on actuals. In view of the position explained 
above, the element of insurance cost at 1% on the berth cost, 
depreciation @ 3,34% on the total capital cost for berthing activity are 
considered In this case also while estimating the operating cost for 
assessment of the revenue requirement from berth hire service. 

In this context, it is noteworthy that clause 3,6. of the guidelines for upfront 
tariff setting gives flexibility to this Authority to decide on a particular item 
of expenditure, which it considers for Incorporation while computing the 
upfront tariff cap for \^ich norms are not explicit in the guidelines. 

(viii). The statement for fixing upfront tariff submitted by the COPT has been modified in 
line with the above analysis. A copy of the statement is attached as Annex -1. 

(a) . The total annual revenue requirement from cargo handling service for 

bunker fuel and POL cargo works out to Rs.2535,06 lakhs which is an 
aggregate of 16% Return on the modified capital cost estimated at 
Rs. 1169.98 lakhs and modified operating cost of Rs. 1365.08 lakhs. 

The total revenue requirement from cargo handling service of LPG at the 
main berth works out to Rs.755.57 lakhs which is an aggregate of 16% 
Return on capital cost estimated at Rs.364.58 lakhs and modified 
operating cost of Rs.390.99 lakhs. 

(b) . The guidelines require 95% of the total revenue requirement to be 

apportioned to handling charge and 5% each towards miscellaneous 
charge. 

The COPT has proposed to apportion 95% of the total handling revenue 
requirement estimated from Bunker fuel and POL cargo towards 
composite handling rate as per the norms prescribed in the guidelines. 
The port does not envisage any miscellaneous charge. Citing that it is 
crucial to optimally utilise the storage tanks and to ensure that the cargo 
evacuation at the barge berth is in a coordinated manner with the receipts 
at the main berth to achieve the optimal capacity, the port has insisted on 
prescribing separate storage charge to act as a deterrent factor by 
apportioning 5% of the estimated annual revenue requirement for this 
purpose. The port’s proposal to prescribe separate storage charge within 
the over all estimated revenue requirement merits consideration as the 
rate is proposed to mainly act as a deterrent from overstay of cargo in the 
tanks which may adversely affect the optimal capacity level envisaged at 
the main berth. 

For LPG, the entire revenue requirement is to be recovered from the 
composite handling charge as cargo will be directly transferred from the 
main by the unloading arms installed by the lOCL to the their storage 
tanks located outside the liquid terminal. 

(c) . As per the Government policy, concessional tariff are to be prescribed for 

coastal cargo (other than thermal coal and POL including crude oil, iron 
ore and iron ore pellets) and coastal vessels which should not exceed 
60% of the normal cargo / vessel related charges. 


Bunker fuel/ POL cargo are not eligible for coastal concession in the 
handling charge and hence not considered by the port. Based on the 
optimal capacity for bunker fuel/ POL cargo assessed at 3.42 MTPA, the 
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composite handling rate to meet the estimated revenue requirement of 
Rs.2408-31 lakhs from cargo handling service will be Rs.70.49 per tonne 
as against Rs.53.96 per tonne proposed by the port. The upfront rate 
proposed by the port seems to be lower than the rate approved which is 
mainly due to the omission made by the port to consider depreciation on 
storage tank in its calculation. 

For LPG, the port has considered 52% of the optimal capacity i.e. 352986 
tonnes per annum would be coastal and has considered the impact of 
coastal concession. 

Based on the optimal capacity of LPG assessed at 0.68 MTPA, the 
composite handling rate to meet the modified revenue requirement 
estimated at Rs.755.57 lakhs is Rs. 140.54 per tonne for foreign and 
Rs.84.32 per tonne for coastal as against Rs.161.20 per tonne for foreign 
and Rs.96.72 per tonne for coastal proposed by the port. 

(d). The port has proposed three days free period for storage of liquid cargo in 
the storage tanks based on the average time required to evacuate through 
barges the cargo received from a vessel of parcel size 25000 tonnes, at 
the proposed loading rate in the barge jetty. 

The COPT has assumed 25% of the optimal capacity assessed for bunker 
fuel/ POL cargo i.e. 0.85 million tonnes will attract storage charge after 3 
days free period. The basis for considering 25% is, however, not 
explained by the port. 

For determining the storage rate for the first two days after the free period, 
the port has assumed that the cargo will remain on an average for two 
days. The rate for the subsequent slabs are proposed 1.5 and 2 times the 
rate determined for the first siab. Accordingly, it has proposed the rate for 
the first slab {first two days) at 5.40 per tonne per day, Rs.8.09 per tonne 
per day for second slab for next two days and Rs. 10.79 per tonne per day 
for the period thereafter 

For the modifications made in the annual revenue requirement assessed 
by the pert, the unit storage charge proposed by the COPT has also been 
modified and the modified storage charge for the first slab works out to 
Rs.7.42 per tonne per day or part for the first slab. The rates for the 
subsequent slabs are derived maintaining the differential as proposed by 
COPT 

(ix). annual revenue requirement from berthing service at the main berth is 

esum, ted at Rs 1^ 98.44 lakhs (i.e. Rs.1105.60 lakhs being 16% return on a 
cap 43 l cost and operating cost of Rs.592.84 lakhs). The annual revenue 
requ rement from berthing service at the barge berth is estimated at Rs.174.84 
lakhs (i.e. Rs.127.29 lakhs being 16% return on a capital cost and operating cost 
of Rs.47.54 lakhs;. 

Normally vessel related charges for foreign going vessels are denominated in US 
s dollar terms by converting the rupee value to dollar terms by applying the 
exchange rate prevailing at the time of notification of the relevant tariff order. This 
Authority while finalising the upfront berth hire at other major port trusts has 
already decided to approve the upfront berth hire charge in Rupee term only for 
the stated reasons. 


The GRT is co.nsidered for at 1,300 tonnes, Bunker vessel at 29250 and 

LPG vessels at 18180. It is observed that the average GRT of POL vessels 
handled by the port for the last three years 2007-08 to 2009-10 is In the range of 
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21200 to 23700. When the proposal envisages handling of vessels upto 80,000 
DWT at the main berth and applying 60% factor as a thumb rule for conversion, 
the CRT of vessel will come to 48000 tonnes whereas the port has assumed the 
average GRT of Bunker and POL vessels at 29250. When asked to clarify, the 
COPT has e.*'.piained that Bunker terminal is being developed for the first time and 
hence there is no past data available. The GRT of the vessels considered in the 
computation is reportedly based on the feasibility report. For LPG vessels and 
barges also no past data Is available with the port. The data relating the average 
GRT of vessel/ barge as furnished by the port reportedly based on the feasibility 
report and the parcel size of the vessel furnished by the port is relied upon. 

The share of coastal vessel is assumed at 50% for bunker fuel/ POL vessel and 
52% for LPG based on inputs from leading firms on their plans for sourcing 
coastal bunker fuel cargo and from lOCL for LPG cargo. The revenue impact of 
coastal concession is considered while prescribing the berth hire charge. 

The berth hire for main berth at Rs.1.421 for per GRT per hour for foreign going 
vessel and Re.0.852 for coastal vessel is found to meet the revenue requirement 
as against Rs.1.42 and Re.0.86 per GRT per hour for foreign going vessel / 
coastal vessel proposed by the port. 

For barge berth, a single rate is proposed as all the movement will be through 
barges. Since the entire revenue requirement is to be met from barges, 
considering the 60% concession will only be a theoretical exercise. Based on the 
modified calculation, the berth hire for barge berth is Rs.1.968 per GRT per hour 
as against Rs.1.94 per GRT per hour proposed by the port. 

The detailed computation of berth hire for liquid terminal is furnished in the 
Annex - 11 attached. 

(x) . Definition of some of the common terms like foreign going vessel, coastal vessels 

are included in the upfront schedule in line with the definitions prescribed in Scale 
of Rates of other major ports / private terminals. The definition of “day” proposed 
by the COPT is in line with the definition prescribed in the Scale of Rates of the 
COPT. Definition of “month" is not found to be relevant and hence deleted. Since 
standard definition of ‘GRT already exists which are commonly applicable, it is not 
necessary to prescribe separately. 

(xi) . Some general terms and conditions prescribed in the Scale of Rales of other 

major ports and private terminals and as stipulated in 2005 guidelines such as 
status of vessel, classification of vessels into coastal or foreign, coastal 
concessional conditionalities, berth hire to stop 4 hours after vessel signaling 
readiness to sail, penal berth hire for false signal, non accrual of storage for the 
period when the operator is not in a position to effect / deliver / ship the cargo 
when requested by user for reasons attributable to operator, users not to be 
charged for delays attributable to the terminal operator, commencement of free 
days, free days to exclude custom holidays and port non-working days are 
incorporated in the upfront tariff schedule in line with the general conditions 
prescribed in the upfront tariff schedule approved by this Authority at other Major 
Port T rysts. 

(xii) . The conditionalities proposed by the port specifying the interest on delayed 

payments / refunds at 13.75% is partially modified to state that the penal rate of 
interest will be at 2% above the prime lending rate declared by the State Bank of 
India as prescribed in the upfront tariff schedule of other major port trusts. The 
other conditions about rounding off the grand total of bill, rates prescribed in Scale 
of Rates are at ceiling levels and rebates at floor levels, enabling port to 
rationalise Scale of Rates so as to give relief to users, notifying the lower rates 
and rationalisation of conditions, rebate in berth hire in case vessel idles due to 
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breakdown or non availability of shore based facilities are approved by this 
Authority in the other upfront cases and hence approved in this case also. 

The COPT has proposed a condition about minimum recovery of Rs.100 per bill / 
application and another condition that refund shall not be entertained unless the 
minimum amount is Rs.100. Like wise, it has proposed a condition that 
supplementary bill shad also not be raised by the operator if the amount is less 
than 100. These are general conditions prescribed in the Scale of Rates of the 
COPT and hence are incorporated. 

As berth hire is prescribed in rupee terms, the general note (i) proposed by the 
port for conversion of vessel related dollar denominated tariff into rupee terms is 
not found relevant and hence deleted. 

(xiii). The note 1 and 2 proposed by the COPT listing down the services included in the 
handling rate for bunker fuel/ POL and LPG are partially modified as follows to 
cover the composite services as per the revised proposal of the port: 

(a) . The handling charges for Bunker fuel and other POL is for the composite 

service of unloading of cargo from a vessel / tanker at the main berth, 
transportation through pipelines to storage tank via exchange pit, transfer 
through pipelines from exchange pit to storage tanks, free storage for 3 
days in tanks, transfer from storage tank to the barge loading berth 
through pipelines and exchange pit, loading cargo onto barges at barge 
berth, wharfage and all other miscellaneous services provided by the 
operator which are not specifically covered by any other charge in this 
Scale of Rates. 

(b) . The handling charge for LPG is for a composite service of unloading at 

main berth, wharfage, other ancillary services and all other miscellaneous 
services which are not specifically covered by any other charge In this 
Scale of Rates provided by the operator. 

From the proposal, it is understood that the BOT operator would provide 
necessary area within its terminal to the lOCL to install unloaders for 
handling LPG at the main berth and for laying pipelines for transfer of LPG 
from the main berth to the lOCL’s storage facility located outside the liquid 
terminal. 


4274 Gl/2010—11 
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13.1. As per clause 2.8. of the Guidelines, the tariff caps will be Indexed to inflation but 

only to an extent of 60% of the variation in Wholesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 
January 2008 and 1 January of the relevant year. Such automatic adjustment of tariff caps will be 
made every year and the adjusted tariff caps will come into force from 1 April of the relevant year 
to 31 March of the following year. In the instant case, since the estimation of capital cost and unit 
rate of operating cost considered in the upfront tariff calculation are as updated to the year 2010 as 
reported by the COPT, it is found appiopriate and relevant to prescribe the base WPI to be 
considered for automatic adjustment every year as 1 January 2010. 

13-2. As specified in clauses 2.9.1. and 2.9.2. of the guidelines, before commencement 

of commercial operations, the private operator shall approach this Authority for notification of Scale 
of Rates containing the approved ceiling rates and the statement of conditions, as required under 
Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act. 1963. 

13.3. As per clause 3.8.5 of the guidelines, if any question arises requiring clarifications 
or interpretation of the Scale of Rates and the statement of conditionalities, the matter shall be 
referred to this Authority and its decision in this regard will be binding on the operator. 

13.4. The performance norms for the projects should be clearly brought out In the bid 
documents. The private operator is expected to perform at least at the performance norms 
brought out in the bid document/concession agreement. 

13.5. The actual performance of the private Operators will be monitored by this 
Authority. If any complaint regarding quality of service Is received, this Authority will enquire into 
such allegation and forward its findings to the Cochin Port Trust. If any action is to be taken 
against the private operators, the Cochin Port Trust shall initiate appropriate action in accordance 
with the provisions of the relevant Concession Agreement. 

13.6. During the commercial operations at the terminal, within 15 days from the end of 
every quarter, the private operator shall submit to this Authority through the Cochin Port Trust a 
report containing the terminal's physical and financial performance during the preceding three 
months. 

14. In the result, and for the reasons given above and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the upfront tariff caps for handling Bunker fuel / POL 
cargo and LPG at Multi-User Liquid Terminal at Cochin Port Trust attached as Annex - TIL 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT. III/4/143/10-Exty.] 
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FORMULATION OF UPFRONT TARIFF FOR MULTI USER LKtUTO TERMINAL AT PUTHUVYFEEN SEZ IN COCHIN PORT TRUST 
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Original proposal dated 21 November 2010 


Main Berth 


Bunker Fuel & 
POL 


Estimates furnished by the CoPT 


Revised proposal dated 30 June 2010 


Revised proposal 13 August 2010 



Bunker Fuel 
&POL 


Barge Berth Bunker Fuel 

- &POL 

Bunker Fuel (Composite 
& POL Handling) 




Estimates considered by TAMP 


Bunker Fuel 
&POL 
(Composite 
Handling) 




STORAGE CHARG 


OoeratinQ Cost 


Power Cost (2.4 lakh units per hectare @ Rs.6.17 J 

unit) _ 

Repair & Maintenance _ 

Civil Assets (1% on capital cost) 

Mechanical & Electrical items @ 2% of capital 
cost 


Insurance (1 % on Gross fixed assets) _ 

Depreciation ___ 

Roads @ 1.63% p.a. 


Buildiras @ 3.34% p.a _ 

Fire fiahtinQ eouipment ®)10.34% 


Tankage. Pipeiires & Power and Lighting, 
communcation ® 13 91% 


License Fee 


_ Land Area _ 

_ Water Area _ 

f. Other Expenses towards salaries and overheads 
(5% on gross value of assets) 

Total Operating Cost (a to f) 


Return on Capital Employed 


Total Revenue Requirement from Storage Activity 
(1*11) 


Storaae Charoes (Rs. 


storage charges 


Cargo attractirq storage charges (tons 


Storage Charge per tonne per day (in Rs.) 
First iwD days (beyond 3 days free period) 


_ Nidtwo days _ 

5th day onwards 





In Itie revised proposal, considered as a| In the revised proposal, considered as a 
part of Composite Handling service. part of Composite Handling service. 




■K:bS| 


EZSI 


KESSI 


The Handling Charges derived by COPT does not include depreciation on storage tanks amounting to Rs.578 lakhs p.a. Considering the impact of this, the handling charge would have been R$.70.89 per ton. 
The estimate of COPT does not include depreciation on storage tanks. 



Concessional rate for Coastal Cargo handling - LPG 


Total cacaettv of LPG [tonnes) 


Share of coastal cargo for LPG 


Considered ConsWtared Considered 


by COPT. 
30.6.2010 


67881 


. : 52%l 


byCOPT- 

13J.2010 


678819 


52%l 


by TAMP- 
16.8.2010 


67881 


52% 


lir 



350000 

352985.88 

- 


JV 

_ 

Concessiorial rate for cosstal carqo 

60% 

60% 

60% 

Y 


Adiusted coastal capacity (tonnes) 

210000 

211791 528 




vi ICapacitv of foreign cargo (tonnes) 
vii. Total adiusted capacity (tonnes 


ix. Handling Charges for foreigit cargo (in Rs. per tonne) 


5388191 537624,64 
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Annex < II 


FORI'^ULATION OF UPFRONT TARIFF FOR MULTI USER LIQUID TERMINAL AT PUTHUVYPEEN SEZ IN COCHIN PORT TRUST 
BERTH HIRE COMPUTATION 

Furnished by CoPT vide proposal dated 21 November 2009 _ 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Unit 

Bunker Fuel & 
POL 

LPG 

Total 

Barges 

i. 

Average CRT 

Tonnes 

29250 

18180 


1300 

ii. 

No. of berth hours for the cargo 

hours 

3416.72 

2715.28 

6132 

6132 

— 

CRT hours 

hours 

99939154.98 

49363731.37 

149302886.35 

7971600 

iv. 

Revenue Requirement 

Rs. in lakhs 



1832.36 

184.98 


Berth hire charges 

Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 

1.23 

2.32 


Furnished by CoPT vide proposal dated 30 June 2010 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Unit 

Bunker Fuel K 
POL 

LPG 

Total 

Barges 

i. 

Average GRT 

Tonnes 

^ 29250 

18180 


1300 

ii. 

No. of berth hours for the cargo 

hours 

3416.72 

2715.28 

6132 

6132 

ill. 

GRT hours 

hours 


49363731.37 

149302886.35 

7971600 

iv. 

Share of coastal vessels 


50% 

52% 



V. 

Revenue Requirement 

|Rs. in lakhs 



1698.44 

174.84 


Berth hire charges - foreign 

Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 

1.43 

2.19 


Berth hire charges - coastal 

Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 

0.86 

2.19 


Furnished fay CoPT vide proposal d ated 13th Aug 2010 


SI. 

No. 

-- 

Particulars 

Unit 

Bunker Fuet & 
POL 

LPG 

Total 

Barges 


Average GRT 

Tonnes 

29250 

18180 


1300 

mm 

Average Parcel size 

Tonnes 

25000 

7500 


1400 

iii. 

Number of Ships reqd 


137 

91 


2441 

iv. 

Average time per ship 

days 

1.04 

1.25 

2.29 

0.12 

V. 

Number of hours per ship 

wmm^^mm 

25.00 

30.00 

55.00 

2.80 

vi. 

GRT hours 

iHH2333HH 

100181250 

49631400 

149812650,00 

8885240 

vii. 

Share of coastal vessels 

wmt^^mmm 

50% 

52% 


50% 

vili. 

iGRT hours for coastal vessels 


50090625 

25589949.84 

75680574.84 

4442620 

ix. 

GRT hours for foreign vessels 


50090625 

24041450.16 

74132075.16 

4442620 

X, 

Revenue Requirement i Rs. In lakhs 



1700.76 

172.52 

Xi, 

Berth hire charges - foreign [Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 

u^mBEsmmi 

1.94 

Xli. 

Berth hire charges - coastal | Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 


1.94 




















































































Estimates considered by TAMP 
Particulars 


Average GRT _ 

a) Handling Rate for Bunker fuel/ LPG 

b) Handling Rate for barges 


Average Parcel size 


I Number of Ships reqd 




Number of hours oer ship / barge 


GRT hours 


Share of coastal vessels 


GRT hours for coastal vessels 


GRT hours for foreign vessels 


Revenue Reguirement 


Berth hire charges - foreign 
Berth hire charges • coastal 


Tonnes 


Bunker Fuel & 
POL 


24000 


Tonnes/ hour 


Tonnes 


100181250 


50 


50090625 


50090625 


Rs. in lakhs 


Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 
Re per GRT per hour or part thereof 


7500 


91 


1.25 


30.00 


49631400 


52 


25589949.84 


24041450.16 


Working for foreign / coastal vessel rate at Main berth 


74132075 X + 75680575 * 0.6 X = 


74132075 X +45408345 X = 


X = Foreign going vessel rate 


Coastal vessel rate = 0.6 X 


Barges 


2.29 


55.00 


149812650.00 


75680575 


74132075 


1698.44 


1.421 


0.852 


1698.44 


1698.44 


1.421 


0.852 


2.80 


8885240 


100 % 


8885240 


0 


174.84 


life. D>tk [p gnB) —HI Ulh] 
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COCHIN PORT TRUST 


ANNEX-ni 


UPFRONT TARIFF SCHEDULE FOR MULTI-USER LIQUID TERMINAL 


CHAPTER■I 


1.1. Definitions - General 

In this Scale of Rates, unless context otherwise requires, the following definitions shall apply: 

(i) . ‘‘Coastal vessel” shall mean any vessel exclusively employed in trading between 

any ports or place in India to any other port or place in India having a valid coastal 
license issued by the competent authority. 

(ii) . “Day” shall mean the period of 24 hours starting from 06.00 hrs. of a day and 

ending at 06,00 hrs. on the following day. 

(iii) . “Foreign-going vessel” shall mean any vessel other than coastal vessel. 


1.2. - General Terms & Conditions 

(i). The status of the vessel, as borne out by its certification by the Customs or the 
Director General of Shipping, is the relevant factor to decide whether vessel is 
‘coastal’ or 'foreign-going' for the purpose of levy of vessel related charges; and, 
the nature of cargo or its origin will not be of any relevance for this purpose. 


(ii). 

(a). 

The vessel related charges for all coastal vessels should not exceed 60% 
of the corresponding charges for other vessels. 


(b). 

The cargo related charges for all coastal cargo other than thermal coal, 
crude including POL, iron ore and iron ore pellets should not exceed *60% 
of the normal cargo related charges. 


(c). 

In case of cargo related charges, the concessional rates should be levied 
on all the relevant handling charges for ship-shore transfer and transfer 
from / to quay to / from storage yard including wharfage. 


(d). 

Cargo from a foreign port, which reaches an Indian Port ‘A’ for 
subsequent transhipment to Indian Port ‘B’ will be, levied the concessional 
charges relevant for its coastal voyage. In other words, cargo from / to 
Indian ports carried by vessel permitted to undertake coastal voyage will 
qualify for the concession. 

(iii). 

Interest on delayed payments / refunds. 


(a). 

The user shall pay penal interest on delayed payments under this Scale of 
Rates. Likewise, the terminal operator shall pay penal interest on delayed 
refunds. 


(b). 

The rate of penal interest will be 2% above the Prime Lending Rate of the 
State Bank of India. 


(c). 

The delay in refunds will be counted only 20 days from the date of 
completion of services or on production of all the documents required from 
the users, whichever is later. 
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(d). The delay In payment by the users will be counted only 10 days after the 
date of raising the bills by the Terminal Operator. This provision shall, 
however, not apply to the cases where payment is to be made before 
availing the services where payment of charges in advance is prescribed 
as a condition in this Scale of Rates. 

(iv) . (a). For the purpose of calculating the dues the unit by weight shall be 1 tonne 

or 1,000 kilograms, the unit by volume measurement shall be 1 cubic 
metre and the unit by capacity measurement for liquids in bulk shall be 
1,000 litres. 

(b). In calculating the gross weight or measurement by volume or capacity of 
any individual item, fractions upto and inclusive 0.5 shall be taken as 0.5 
unit and fractions of above 0.5 shall be treated as one unit, except where 
otherwise specified. 

(v) . All charges worked out shall be rounded off to the next higher rupee on the grand 

total of each bill. 

(vi) . The minimum charge recovered In any one application / bill shall be rupees hundred 

only (Rs. 100). 

(vii) . No claim for refund shall be entertained unless the amount refundable is Rs.lOO/- 

or more. Likewise, terminal operator shall not raise any supplementary or under 

charge bills, if the amount due to the operator is less than Rs.lOO/-. 

(viii). (a). The rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates are ceiling levels, likewise, 
rebates and discounts are floor levels. The operator may, If they so 
desire, charge lower rates and/or allow higher rebates and discounts. 

(b) . The operator may also, if they so desire rationalize the prescribed 

conditionalities governing the application of rates prescribed in the Scale 
of Rates if such rationalisation gives relief to the users in the rate per unit 
and the unit rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates do not exceed the 
ceiling level. 

(c) . The operator' should notify the public such lower rates and/ or 

rationalisation of the conditionalities governing the application of such 
rates and continue to notify the public any further charges in such lower 
rates and/or in the conditionalities governing the application of such rates 
provided the new rates fixed shall not exceed the rate notified by the 
TAMP. 

(ix). Users will not be required to pay charges for delays beyond reasonable level 

attributable to the operator. 



2. Schedule of Berth Hire Charges 
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Notes: 

(i). Berth Hire Charges shall be collected for the period from berthing to un-berthing of the 
vessels. 

(jj). (a). Berth hire shall stop 4 hours after the time of vessel signalling its readiness to 

sail. 

(b) . The time limit of 4 hours prescribed for the cessation of berth hire shall exclude 

the ship’s waiting time for want of favourable tide conditions, inclement weather, 
and due to lack of night navigation. 

(c) . The master I agent of the vessel shall signal readiness to sail only in accordance 

with favourable tidal and weather conditions. 

(iii) . The Penal Berth hire shall be equal to one-day’s (24 hours) berth hire charge for a false 

signal. 

“False signal” would be when the vessel signals readiness and asks for a pilot in 
anticipation even when she is not ready for un-berthing due to engine not being ready or 
cargo operation not completed or such other reasons attributable to the vessels. This 
excludes the signaling readiness when a vessel is not able to sail due to unfavorable tide, 
lack of night navigation or adverse weather conditions.” 

(iv) . No berth hire shall be levied for the period the vessel is compelled to idle at berth operated 

by the terminal operator for continuous one hour or more due to non-availability / breakdown 
of equipment or power failure or any other reasons attributable to the terminal operator. 

CHAPTER-III 

CARGO RELATED CHARGES 
3. Schedule of Composite Handling Charges: 


(in Rs. per tonne ) 


SI. No. 

Description of commodity 

Foreign-going 

vessels 

Coastal vessels 

(i). 

Bunker Fuel and other POL Cargo 

70.49 

70.49 

(ii)- 

LPG 

140.54 

84.32 


Notes: 

(i). The handling charges for Bunker fuel and other POL is for the composite service of 
unloading of cargo from a vessel / tanker at the main berth, transportation through 
pipelines to storage tank via exchange pit, transfer through pipelines from exchange pit to 
storage tanks, free storage for 3 days in tanks, transfer from storage tank to the barge 
loading berth through pipelines and exchange pit, loading cargo onto barges at barge 
berth, wharfage and all other miscellaneous services provided by the operator which are 
not specifically covered by any other charge in this Scale of Rates. 

(li). The handling charge for LPG is for a composite service of unloading at main berth, 
wharfage, other ancillary services and all other miscellaneous services which are not 
specifically covered by any other charge in this Scale of Rates provided by the operator. 


I' I 
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4. STORAGE CHARGES ON BUNKER FUEL / OTHER POL CARGO: 

(A) . Free period: 3 days free 

(B) . Storage charges on Bunker fuel / other POL cargo after free period: 


Description 

Rate In Rs. per tonne per day 

First two days (beyond 3 days free period) 

7.42 

Next two days 

11.13 

5th day onwards 

14.84 


Notes: 

(i) . For the purpose of calculation of free period Customs notified holidays and Terminal’s non¬ 

working days shall be excluded. 

(ii) . Free period shall be reckoned from the day following the date of last cargo discharge from 

the vessel. 

(ili). Storage charge on cargo shall not accrue for the period when the terminal operator is not 
in a position to deliver / ship the cargo when requested by the user due to reasons 
attributable to the terminal operator. 


5. GENERAL NOTE TO SCHEDULE (2) to (4) ABOVE: 

The tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but only to an extent of 60% of the variation in 
Wholesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 January 2010 and 1 January of the 
relevant year. Such automatic adjustment of tariff caps will be made every year and the 
adjusted tariff caps will come into force from 1 April of the relevant year to 31 March of the 
following year. 


♦♦♦♦♦♦ 
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